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PART  I: 


SMALL  BUSINESS  WEEK 

Presidential  proclamation _ 


....  15679 


LEGAL  SERVICES  FOR  DISASTER  VICTIMS 

Executive  order  delegating  authority  to  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development . .  15681 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PRESERVATION 

Executive  order .  .  15683 


DROPOUT  PREVENTION  PROGRAM 

HEW/OE  proposes  funding  criteria  and  modified  appli¬ 
cation  procedures;  comments  by  5-14-76 .  15702 

HEW/OE  announces  closing  date  of  6-15-76  for  receipt 
of  applications  for  FY  1976 . .  15730 

EDUCATION  PROFESSIONS  DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAMS 

HEW/OE  adopts  mandatory  requirements .  15690 

SOUR  HALF-AND-HALF  AND  CREAM 

HEW/FDA  proposes  alternative  identity  standards;  com¬ 
ments  by  6-14-76 .  15702 

CHEESE 

USDA  revises  price  determination  affecting  certain  im¬ 
port  quotas;  effective  4-14—76 . . .  15685 

AUTOMATIC  TRANSMISSION  SYSTEMS 

FCC  proposes  usage  at  AM.  FM  and  television  broad¬ 
casting  stations;  comments  by  6-11-76 .  15711 

MEETINGS— 

FCC:  Personal  Use  Advisory  Committee,  4-30-76 .  15737 

GSA:  Archives  Advisory  Council,  4—29-76 _  15761 

Interior:  Committee  on  Future  Energy  Prospects, 

4-30-76 . . 1 _  15722 

Mid-Atlantic  Regional  Board,  4—30-76 - -  15722 

Legal  Services  Corporation:  Board  of  Directors,  4-23 

and  4-24-76 . r . . . .  15761 

Committee  on  Provision  of  Legal  Services,  4-22-76..  15761 

CANCELLED  MEETINGS— 

HEW/FDA:  Panel  on  Review  of  Antimicrobial  Agents, 

4-23,  4-24  and  4-25-76 . .. .  15731 

PART  II: 

RESCISSIONS  AND  DEFERRALS 

OMB  cumulative  report  as  of  4-1-76 .  15783 

PART  III: 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

USDA  notice  of  systems  of  records  .  15815 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 

Ten  agencies  have  agreed  to  a  six-month  trial  period  based  on  the  assignment  of  two  days  a  week  beginning 
February  9  and  ending  August  6  (See  41  FR  5453).  The  participating  agencies  and  the  days  assigned  are  as  follows: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/ APHIS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/ APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/ REA 

CSC 

LABOR 

LABOR 

Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  trial  program  are  invited  and  will  be  received  through  May  7,  1976.  Comments  should 
be  submitted  to  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5286.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D  C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  Inspection  In  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the  issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $6.00  per  month  or  $60  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  ooplee  la  75  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  76  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
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North  Canada  Air  Ltd _  15736 
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Inc -  15736 

Shulman  Air  Freight,  Inc _  15736 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
Notices 

Board  of  Directors;  resolution _  15722 
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Idaho _  15723 
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technical  standards _ 15717 
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al  .  15746 
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Rules 

Miscellaneous  changes  to  chapter; 
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FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
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minations,  etc. : 
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Missouri  _ 15710 

Montana  _  15705 

New  Jersey  (2  documents) _  15706, 

15707 

North  Carolina _  15705 

Pennsylvania  (2  documents) _  15707, 

15709 

Texas _  15708 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Agreements  filed,  etc.: 

Baltic  Shipping  Co.  and  Black 

Sea  Shipping  Co _  15746 

Blok,  H.  P _  15747 

Wespac  Shipping _  15747 
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Central  Louisiana  Electric  Co _ 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co _ 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co _ 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  and 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp _ 

Fitchburg  Gas  &  Electric  Light 
Co.  and  New  England  Power 

Co  . 

Granite  State  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion,  Inc _ 

Illinois  Power  Co _ 

Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric 

Co _ _ _ 
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Southern  Gas  Co.,  et  al _ 
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documents)  _ 
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Proposed  Rules 
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lief  _ 15762 
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Canadian  Northern  Rail¬ 
ways  _  15780 
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Co _ _ 15781 

.  United  States  Railway  Associa¬ 
tion  _  15781 


LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 
Notices 

Applications,  etc. : 

New  Mexico _  15722 

Commercial  permits  and  alloca¬ 
tions  on  running  rivers: 
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Meetings ; 

Board  of  Directors _  15761 
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for  FY  1976 .  15783 


NATIONAL  TECHNICAL  INFORMATION 
SERVICE 

Notices 
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availability  for  licensing  (5 
documents) _  15723-15729 

PACKERS  AND  STOCKYARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 
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Stockyards,  et  al _  15723 
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Health  maintenance  organiza¬ 
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ments)  _  15761 
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Trust  Co. .  15762 
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lic  hearing _ _  15735 
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Proclamations: 

4425. . . . - .  14363 
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Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


Note:  There  were  no  Items  eligible  for 
Inclusion  In  the  list  of  Rules  Going  Into 
Effect  Today. 


Next  Week’s  Deadlines  for  Comments 
On  Proposed  Rules 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Farmers  Home  Administration — 

Real  estate  and  chattel  properties; 
proposed  redesignation-consolida¬ 
tion-revision;  comments  by  4- 
22-76 .  12041;  3-23-76 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service — 

Food  Stamp  Program;  comments  by 
4-19-76 .  11532;  3-19-76 

Rural  Electrification  Administration — 
"Buy  American”  requirement;  notice 
of  revised  REA  bulletin;  com¬ 
ments  by  4—22-76  .  12069; 

3-23-76 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Economic  proceedings,  discretionary 
review  procedures;  comments  by 
4-23-76 . 12229;  3-24-76 

COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS 
BOARD 

Cost  of  money  as  an  element  of  the 
cost  of  facilities  capital;  proposed 
standards;  comments  by  4—19-76. 

9562;  3-5-76 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

FM  broadcast  stations,  Henderson, 
Nevada;  table  of  assignments;  com¬ 
ments  by  4-19-76..  11029;  3-16-76 

FM  broadcast  stations,  table  of  assign¬ 
ments;  comments  by  4-19-76. 

12230;  3-24-76 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

Diagnostic  x-ray  systems  and  their 
major  components;  comments  by 

4-23-76 .  7957;  2-23-76 

Food  labeling;  area  of  principal  dis¬ 
play;  comments  by  4-19-76. 

7514;  2-19-76 
Penicillin;  updating  and  technical 
changes;  comments  by  4-22-76. 

11533;  3-19-76 

Social  Security  Administration — 

Social  security;  hearings,  appeals,  and 
judicial  review  under  Titles  II  and 
XVIII  of  the  Social  Security  Act; 
comments  by  4-22-76  12035; 

3-23-76 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

Oil  and  gas  leasing;  changes  in  the 


filing  fee  for  an  instrument  of 
transfer  and  rental  rate  on  non¬ 
competitive  leases,  comments  by 
4-19-76 .  11314;  3-18-76 

National  Park  Service — 

Bicycling,  roller  skating  and  coast¬ 
ing;  restrictions;  comments  by 
4-19-76 .  11530;  3-19-76 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Serv¬ 
ice — 

Aliens;  exemptions  from  labor  cer¬ 
tification  requirements;  comments 
by  4-23-76  .  10231;  3-10-76 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Registration  of  Classes  of  securities, 
termination;  comments  by  4-19-76. 

10078;  3-9-76 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Documentation  of  immigrants;  aliens 
ineligible  to  receive  visas;  com¬ 
ments  by  4-23-76..  10230;  3-10-76 

Privacy  Act  policies  and  procedures; 
fee  schedule;  comments  by  4-23-76. 

12229;  3-24-76 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 

Navy  Jacksonville  terminal  area; 
comments  by  4-19-76  ...  7518; 

2-19-76 

Restricted  area  utilization;  com¬ 
ments  by  4-19-76  ....  7516; 

2- 19-76 

Transition  area;  proposed  alteration; 
comments  by  4-19-76.  ..  11323; 

3- 18-76 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration — 

Highway  safety  program;  pedal- 
cyclist  safety;  comments  by  4- 

21-76 . 3317;  1-22-76 

Motor  vehicle  safety  and  damage 
standards;  bumper  requirements; 
comments  by  4-19-76. 

9374;  3-4-76 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Customs  Service — 

Transportation  in  bond  and  merchan¬ 
dise  in  transit;  in-bond  seals;  com¬ 
ments  by  5-24-76 .  12017; 

3-23-76 

Internal  Revenue  Service — 

Income  tax,  minimum  vesting  stand¬ 
ards;  comments  by  4-20-76. 

9891;  3-8-76 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Veterans  education;  authority  to  sus¬ 
pend  course  approvals;  comments  by 

4-23-76 .  12040;  3-23-76 


Next  Week’s  Meetings 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Forest  Service — 

Deschutes  National  Forest  Advisory 
Committee,  Bend,  Oregon  (open), 

4-22-76 .  13639;  3-31-76 

Rock  Creek  Advisory  Committee, 
Drummond,  Montana  (open),  4- 

20-76 .  11191;  3-17-76 

Winema  National  Forest  Grazing  Ad¬ 
visory  Board,  Rocky  Point,  Oregon 
(open),  4-22-76..  13972;  4-1-76 

AMERICAN  INDIAN  POLICY  REVIEW 
COMMISSION 

Investigation  of  Indian  Health,  Portland, 
Oregon,  4-20  &  4-21-76. 

13981;  4-1-76 

CITIZENS  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  THE 
STATUS  OF  WOMEN 

Washington,  D.C.  (open),  4-24-76. 

14209;  4-2-76 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 

Connecticut  Advisory  Committee,  Stam 
ford,  Connecticut  (open),  4-20-76. 

13392;  3-30-76 
Maryland  Advisory  Committee,  Balti¬ 
more,  Maryland  (open),  4-19-76. 

13392;  3-30-76 
Minnesota  Advisory  Committee,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minnesota  (open)  4—21-76. 

13982;  4-1-76 
Mississippi  Advisory  Committee,  Jack 
son,  Miss,  (open),  4-21-76. 

14210;  4-2-76 
New  York  Advisory  Committee;  to  be 
held  at  New  York,  New  York,  4-23-76 
13656;  3-31-76 
West  Virginia  Advisory  Committee. 
Charleston,  West  Virginia  (open), 
4-22-76 . .  13392;  3-30-76 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Federal  Employees  Pay  Council,  Wash., 
D.C.  (closed),  4-21-76 .  14211; 

4-2-76 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  the  Census — 

Census  Advisory  Committee,  Suit- 
land,  Md.  (open),  4-22-76. 

11332;  3-18-76 
Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration — 

Numerically  Controlled  Machine  Tool 
Technical  ‘Advisory  Committee, 
Wash.,  D.C.  (open  and  closed), 

4-22-76 .  7972;  2-23-76 

National  Bureau  of  Standards — 
Federal  Information  Processing  Stand¬ 
ards  Coordinating  and  Advisory 
Committee,  Gaithersburg,  Mary¬ 
land  (open),  4-22-76 .  8818; 

3-1-76 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING  FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 

COMMISSION  COMMISSION 


HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 


Economic  Role  of  Contract  Markets  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  Wash.*  D.C.;  (open 
with  restrictions),  4-22-76. 

53068;  11-14-75 
Economic  Role  of  Contract  Markets  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  Wash.,  D.C.  (open), 

4-22-76 .  14212;  4-2-76 

Regulation  of  Commodity  Futures  Trad¬ 
ing  Professionals  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  Wash.,  D.C.  (open),  4—20-76. 

14212;  4-2-76 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

National  Advisory  Committee  for  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act,  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  4-20  and  4-21-76. 

14920;  4-8-76 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Air  Force  Department — 

USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board  Aero¬ 
nautical  Systems  Division  Advisory 
Group,  Brigham  City,  Utah;  4-19 

and  4-20-76. _ 11591;  3-19-76 

USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board,  Los 
Angeles,  California  (closed),  4—20 

end  4-21-76. _  12735;  3-26-76 

Army  Department — 

Board  of  Visitors,  United  States 
Military  Academy,  West  Point, 
New  York  and  Washington,  D.C. 
(closed),  4-29  (West  Point,  N.Y.) 
and  4-30-76  (Washington,  D.C.). 

11041;  3-16-76 
U.S.  Army  Ballistic  Research  Labora¬ 
tories  Scientific  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Md. 
(closed),  4-22-76 .  13381; 

3-30-76 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Defense  Advisory  Committee  on 
Women  in  the  Services  (DACO 
WITS),  Washington,  D.C.;  4-21 
thru  4-25-76....  11591;  3-19-76 
Defense  Intelligence  Agency  Scientific 
Advisory  Committee;  Wright-Patter- 
son  Air  Force  Base,  Ohio  (closed), 
4-22  and  4-23-76  .  13381; 

3-30-76 

Defense  Intelligence  School  Board  of 
Visitors,  Washington,  D.C.  (closed), 
4-22  and  4-23-76 .  11041; 

3-16-76 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Administrator’s  Pesticide  Policy  Advisory 
Committee,  Washington,  D.C.  (open) 

4-22-76 .  13397;  3-30-76 

Environmental  Health  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Task  Group  on  Epidemiologic 
Studies,  Research  Triangle  Park, 
North  Carolina  (open)  4-20-  and 

4-21-76 . .  13983;  4-1-76 

National  Drinking  Water  Advisory  Coun- 
ciL  Washington,  D.C.;  4-21  and 
4-22-76 . . . . 14817;  4-7-76 


Radio  Astronomy  Service  Working  Group 
for  1979  ITU  World  Administrative 
Radio  Conference,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open),  4-23-76....  12372;  3-25-76 
Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Marine 
Services,  Washington,  D.C.  (open) 
4-20-76 . ..  13997;  4-1-76 

FEDERAL  MEDIATION  AND  CONCILIATION 
SERVICE 

Arbitration  Services  Advisory  Committee, 
San  Francisco,  California,  4-24-76. 

12925;  3-29-76 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force- 
Nonconventional  Natural  Gas  Re¬ 
sources,  Washington,  D.C.  (open) 
4-22-76 . .  13418;  3-30-76 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Architectural  and  Engineering  Regional 
Public  Advisory  Panel,  Wash.,  D.C. 
(closed)  4-21  and  4-22-76. 

14217;  4-2-76 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

Anti-Infective  Agents  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee;  Rockville,  Md.  (open  with 
restrictions)  4-19  and  4—20-76. 

11337;  3-18-76 
Controlled  Substances  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee,  Rockville,  Md.  (open  with 
restrictions)  4—22  and  4—23-76. 

11338;  3-18-76 
Hematology  Subcommittee  of  the 
Diagnostic  Products  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  (open)  4-19  and  4-20-76. 

11337;  3-18-76 
Immunology  Subcommittee  of  the 
Diagnostic  Products  Advisory 
Committee,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open)  4—22  and  4—23-76. 

11337;  3-18-76 
Panel  on  Review  of  Allergenic  Ex¬ 
tracts;  Bethesda,  Md.  (open  with 
restrictions)  4-23  and  4—24—76. 

11339;  3-18-76 
Panel  on  Review  of  Antimicrobial 
Agents;  Rockville,  Md.  (open)  4-23 

through  4-25-76 .  11339; 

3-18-76 

Panel  on  Review  of  Contraceptives 
and  Other  Vaginal  Drug  Products, 
Rockville,  Md.,  4-23  and  4-24-76. 

14810;  4-7-76 
Panel  on  Review  of  Contraceptives 
and  Other  Vaginal  Drug  Products, 
Rockville,  Md.  (open  with  restric¬ 
tions)  4—23  and  4-24-76. 

11338;  3-18-76 
Pulmonary-Allergy  and  Clinical  Im¬ 
munology  Advisory  Committee, 
Rockville,  Md.  (open  with  restric¬ 
tions)  4—22  and  4-23-76. 

11338;  3-18-76 


National  Institutes  of  Health — 

Allergy  and  Immunology  Research 
Committee,  Bethesda,  Md.  (open), 
4-26  and  4-27-76 .  11064; 

3-16-76 

Arteriosclerosis  Specialized  Centers  of 
Research  (SCOR)  Ad  Hoc  Review 
Committee,  Bethesda,  Md.  (open 
with  restrictions)  4-25  thru 

4-27-76 .  11064;  3-16-76 

Automation  in  the  Medical  Labora¬ 
tory  Sciences  Review  Committee, 
Washington,  D.C.  (open  with  re¬ 
strictions)  4-20  and  4-21-76. 

11066;  3-16-76 
Blood  Diseases  and  Resources  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  Bethesda,  Md. 
(open  with  restrictions),  4-29  and 

4-30-76 .  11065;  3-16-76 

Clinical  Applications  and  Prevention 
Advisory  Committee,  Bethesda,  Md. 
(open  with  restrictions),  4-28  and 

4-29-76 .  11065;  3-18-76 

Clinical  Trials  Review  Committee, 
Bethesda,  Md.  (open  with  restric¬ 
tions),  4-28  thru  4-30-76. 

11065;  3-16-76 
Communicative  Disorders  Review 
Committee;  to  be  held  at  West 
Palm  Beach,  Florida  (open),  4- 

24-76 .  14915;  4-8-76 

National  Cancer  Institutes  Advisory 
Committees,  Bethesda,  Md.  (open 
and  closed),  4-20  thru  4-29-76. 

9239;  3-3-76 
National  Commission  on  Arthritis  and 
Related  Musculoskeletal  Diseases, 
Bethesda,  Md.  (open),  4-20  and 

4-21-76 .  9237;  3-3-76 

National  Heart  and  Lung  Institute 
Board  of  Scientific  Counselors, 
Bethesda,  Md.  (open  and  closed), 
4-23  and  4-24-76  .  9239; 

3-3-76 

National  Institute  of  Neurological  and 
Communicative  Disorders  and 
Stroke,  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 

4-23-76 .  13647;  3-31-76 

Pharmacology-Toxicology  Research 
Program  Committee,  Bethesda, 
Md.  (open  with  restrictions),  4—26 
thru  4-28-76.  ..  11066;  3-16-76 
Population  Research  Committee, 
Bethesda,  Md.  (open  with  restric¬ 
tions),  4-21  thru  4-23-76. 

11066;  3-16-76 
Vision  Research  Program  Committee, 
Sarasota,  Florida  (open),  4-24  and 

4-25-76 .  12080;  3-23-76 

Office  of  Education — 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Bi¬ 
lingual  Education,  Portland,  Oregon 
(open),  4-22  thru  4—24-76. 

13647;  3-31-76 
Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Review  Panel  on  New  Drug  Regula¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  4- 
19  and  4-20-76 . 13648; 

3-31-76 


x 
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INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Committee  on  Enhanced  Recovery  Tech¬ 
niques  for  Oil  and  Gas  in  the  United 
States,  Dallas-Fort  Worth  Airport, 
Dallas,  Texas,  4-20-76. 

12915;  3-29-76 

National  Park  Service — 

National  Capital  Memorial  Advisory 
Committee,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open),  4-19-76 .  12312; 

3-25-76 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration — 

Private  Security  Advisory  Council, 
Denver,  Colo,  (open);  4-21  through 
4-33-76 .  14450;  4-5-76 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration — 

National  Advisory  Committee  on  Occu¬ 
pational  Safety  and  Health,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  (open)  4-23-76. 

13433;  3-30-76 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Anticipated  Advances  in  Science  and 
Technology,  Advisory  Group,  Ames 
Research  Center,  Moffett  Field,  Calif, 
(open);  4-22-76  14436;  4-5-76 

Contributions  of  Technology  to  Eco¬ 
nomic  Strength,  Advisory  Group, 
Moffett  Field,  Calif,  (open);  4-23-76. 

14436;  4-5-76 

Subpanel  on  Women  in  Science,  Miami, 
Fla.  (closed)  4-23  and  4-24-76. 

14020;  4-1-76 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  Subcommittee  on  the  Harts- 
ville  Nuclear  Power  Plant,  Units  1, 
2,  3,  and  4;  Nashville,  Tennessee, 
4-23-76 .  14959;  4-8-76 

Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  Subcommittee  on  General  Electric 
Water  Reactors;  Washington,  D.C. 
(open  with  restrictions)  4-23-76. 

14956;  4-8-76 


Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  Peaking  Factors  Working  Group, 
Washington,  D.C.  (partially  closed); 

4-20-76) .  14436;  4-5-76 

Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  Waste  Management  Subcom¬ 
mittee,  Washington,  D.C.  (closed); 
4-22-76 .  14438;  4-5-76 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Advisory  Committee  on  Corporate  Dis¬ 
closure,  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 

4-20-76 .  12777;  3-26-76 

National  Market  Advisory  Board,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  (open),  4-20  and 
4-21-76 .  13681;  3-31-76 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Nashville  District  Advisory  Council,  Tip- 
tonville,  Tennessee  (open),  4-22-76. 

11086;  3-16-76 
Sioux  Falls  District  Advisory  Council, 
Pierre,  S.  Dak.  (open),  4-23-76. 

14455;  4-5-76 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Advisory  Committee  on  Transnational 
Enterprises,  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 

4-20-76 .  13628;  3-31-76 

Government  Advisory  Committee  on 
International  Book  and  Library  Pro¬ 
grams,  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 

4-22-76 .  12239;  3-24-76 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Advisory  Panel  on  Music,  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  4-20-76. 

12722;  3-26-76 
U.S.  Advisory  Commission  on  Interna¬ 
tional  Educational  and  Cultural  Af¬ 
fairs,  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  4— 

19-76 .  13380;  3-30-76 

U.S.  National  Committee  for  the  Inter¬ 
national  Telegraph  and  Telephone 
Consultative  Committee,  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  4-20-76. 

13380;  3-30-76 

U.S.  National  Committee  for  the  Preven¬ 
tion  of  Marine  Pollution,  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  4-22-76. 

13380;  3-30-76 


TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Coast  Guard — 

Chemical  Transportation  Industry  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  4-20-76. 

13981;  4-1-76 
Shipping  Coordinating  Committee; 
Subcommittee  on  Safety  and  Life 
at  Sea,  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 
4-15,  4-20  and  4-21-76. 

12722;  3-26-76 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Internal  Revenue  Service — 

Chief  Counsel's  Advisory  Committee 
on  Rules  of  Professional  Conduct, 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  4-23-76. 

13637;  3-31-76 


Next  Week’s  Public  Hearings 


TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms 
Bureau — 

Domestic  and  imported  wines;  appel¬ 
lation  of  origin,  viticuttural  area, 
and  estate  bottled  definitions, 
Washington,  D.C.,  4-20-76. 

8188;  2-25-76 


List  of  Public  Laws 


This  Is  a  continuing  numerical  listing  of 
publle  bills  which  have  become  law,  together 
with  the  law  number,  the  title,  the  date  of 
approval,  and  the  U.S.  Statutes  citation.  The 
list  Is  kept  current  In  the  Federal  Register 
and  copies  of  the  laws  may  be  obtained  from 
the  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office. 

H.R.  10624 .  Pub.  Law  94-260 

An  act  to  amend  chapter  IX  of  the  Bank¬ 
ruptcy  Act  to  provide  by  voluntary  re¬ 
organization  procedures  for  the  adjust¬ 
ment  of  the  debts  of  municipalities 
(Apr.  8,  1976;  90  Stat.  315) 
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presidential  documents 

Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4429 

Small  Business  Week,  1976 

By  the  Pn  sidt  nt  of  tin  l  niu  d  Sluh  j  of  A  meriea 

A  Pi  'odamation 

Small  businesses  are  the  cornerstone  of  the  American  economy.  They  stand  as  a 
symbol  of  American  character  and  spirit.  The  traits  of  individual  initiative,  self-reliance 
and  creativity  we  prize  so  highly,  as  exemplified  by  our  small  business  men  and  women, 
have  always  been  the  indispensable  characteristics  of  a  free  and  dynamic  people. 

Small  businesses,  seeking  new  opportunities,  have  provided  us  with  a  vast  array 
of  goods  and  serv  ices  that  enable  us  to  enjoy  a  standard  of  living  unequalled  in  the 
world.  The  nearly  ten  million  small  businesses  throughout  the  United  States  provide 
fifty-eight  percent  of  our  business  employment  and  a  livelihood  for  millions  of  Amer¬ 
icans.  More  important,  small  business  continues  to  pro\  ide  the  avenue  by  which  so 
many  have  made  the  American  dream  of  a  better  life  for  themselves  and  their 
families  a  reality. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  do  hereby  designate  the  week  beginning  May  9,  1976,  as  Small  Business 
Week,  and  I  ask  all  Americans  to  join  me  in  support  of  an  expanding  small  business 
community. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  thirteenth  day  of 
April,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-six,  and  of  the  Independence 
of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundredth. 

[FR  Doe. 76 -1 1001  Filed  4-13  76 ;1 1  57  anil 
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Executive  Order  11910  •  April  13,  1976 

Delegating  Legal  Services  Functions  Pursuant  to  the  Disaster 
Relief  Act  of  1974 


By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  die  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974  (88 
Stat.  143;  42  U.S.C.  5121  et  seq.),  and  section  301  of  title  3  of  the  United  States 
Code,  and  as  President  of  the  United  States  of  America,  in  order  to  provide  for  the 
performance  of  functions  relating  to  legal  services  by  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Executive  Order  No.  11795  of  July  11,  1974,  is  amended  by 
deleting  “by  section  412  to  provide  legal  scr\ires,“  in  section  1(a)  and  by  deleting 
section  1(c). 

iw 

The  White  House, 

April  13,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76  11002  Filed  4-13  -76;!  1:57  am) 
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Executive  Order  11911  •  April  13, 1976 

Preservation  of  Endangered  Species 


By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  the  Convention  on  International  Trade 
in  Endangered  Species  of  Wild  Fauna  and  Flora,  signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  3,  1973  (Ex.  Doc.  H  (93d  Cong.,  1st  Sess.)),  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Convention,  Section  8(e)  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (87  Stat.  893;  16 
U.S.C.  1537(e) ),  and  the  Convention  on  Nature  Protection  and  Wildlife  Preservation 
in  the  Western  Hemisphere  (56  Stat.  1354,  T.S.  981,  effective  April  30,  1942),  and  as 
President  of  the  United  States  of  America,  it  is  hereby  ordered  as  follows: 

Section  1.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  accord  with  Article  IX  of  the  Con¬ 
vention  and  Section  8(e)  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  is  hereby  designated 
the  Management  Authority  for  purposes  of  the  Convention,  and  is  authorized  to 
communicate  with  other  Parties  to  the  Convention  and  with  the  Secretariat  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Convention. 

Sec.  2.  The  Management  Authority  shall  consult  with  appropriate  agencies  and 
shall  ensure  that  the  performance  of  its  responsibilities,  under  the  Convention  and  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  is  in  accord  with  the  performance  by  other  agencies 
of  those  functions  vested  by  law  in  such  agencies. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  There  is  hereby  established  the  Endangered  Species  Scientific  Author¬ 
ity  which,  in  accord  with  Article  IX  of  the  Convention  and  Section  8(e)  of  the  Endan¬ 
gered  Species  Act  of  1973,  is  designated  the  Scientific  Authority  for  purposes  of  the 
Convention. 

(b)  The  Endangered  Species  Scientific  Authority  shall  be  composed  of  scien¬ 
tifically  qualified  agency  representatives.  Each  of  the  following  shall  designate  one 
such  representative  from  his  agency: 

(1)  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  whose  representative  shall  be  the  Chairman. 

( 2 )  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

(3)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

(4)  The  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

(5)  The  Director  of  the  National  Science  Foundation. 

(6)  The  Chairman  of  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality. 

(c)  The  Secretary  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution  is  invited  to  designate  a 
representative. 

(d)  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  designate  an  Executive  Secretary,  and 
shall  provide  the  necessary  staff  and  administrative  support  for  the  Endangered 
Species  Scientific  Authority. 

(e)  In  the  discharge  of  its  responsibilities  the  Endangered  Species  Scientific 
Authority  shall,  to  the  extent  practicable,  ascertain  the  views  of,  and  utilize  the 
expertise  of,  the  governmental  and  non-governmental  scientific  communities,  State 
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agencies  responsible  for  the  conservation  of  wild  fauna  or  flora,  humane  groups, 
zoological  and  botanical  institutions,  recreational  and  commercial  interests,  the  con¬ 
servation  community  and  others  as  appropriate. 

Sec.  4.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  develop  and  implement,  in  coordina¬ 
tion  with  the  Endangered  Species  Scientific  Authority,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
and  the  heads  of  other  interested  agencies,  a  system  to  standardize  and  simplify  the 
requirements,  procedures  and  other  activities  related  to  the  issuance  of  permits  for 
the  international  and  interstate  shipment  of  fauna  and  flora,  including,  as  appropriate, 
the  parts  or  products  of  such  fauna  and  flora. 

Sec.  5.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  State, 
is  hereby  designated,  in  accord  with  Section  8(e)  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of 
1973,  to  act  on  behalf  of  and  to  represent  the  United  States  of  America  in  all  regards 
as  required  by  the  Convention  on  Nature  Protection  and  Wildlife  Preservation  in 
the  Western  Hemisphere  (56  Stat.  1354,  T.S.  981 ).  In  the  discharge  of  these  respon¬ 
sibilities,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  also  consult  with  the  Secretaries  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  and  Commerce  and  the  heads  of  other  agencies  with  respect  to  matters  relating 
to  or  affecting  their  areas  of  responsibility. 

fa*/*?.  Sw 

The  White  House, 

Apiil  13,  1976. 

[FR  Doe. 76-1 1003  Filed  A  1 3-76.1 1  ■>«  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE 
SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  &— IMPORT  QUOTAS  AND  FEES 

Import  Quotas  Price  Determination  for 
Certain  Cheese 

The  subpart.  Section  22  Import  Quotas, 
Is  amended  to  change  the  price,  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in 
accordance  with  headnote  3(a)  (v)  of 
Part  3  of  the  Appendix  to  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States,  which  is 
used  as  a  basis  for  establishing  import 
restrictions  under  Section  22  on  certain 
cheese.  The  change  from  92  to  98  cents 
per  pound  is  required  since  one  of  the 
factors  used  in  determining  such  price 
(the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  pur¬ 
chase  price  for  Cheddar  cheese  under  the 
milk  price  support  program)  has  been 
increased. 

The  subpart.  Section  22  Import  Quotas, 
of  Part  6.  Subtitle  A  of  Title  7,  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  6.16,  under  the  heading 
“Price  Determination  for  Certain  Quo¬ 
tas”,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§6.16  Price  determination. 

The  price  referred  to  in  items  950.10B 
through  950. 10E  of  Part  3  of  the  Ap¬ 
pendix  to  the  Tariff  Schedules,  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in 
accordance  with  headnote  3(a)  (v)  of 
said  Part  3,  is  98  cents  per  pound.  This 
price  shall  continue  in  effect  until 
changed  by  amendment  of  this  section. 

2.  Group  V  of  Appendix  1,  under  the 
heading  “Licensing  Regulations”,  is 
amended  by  changing  the  description  ap¬ 
pearing  immediately  below  “Group  V”  to 
read  as  follows: 

Appendix  I 

Cheese  described  below,  if  shipped  other¬ 
wise  than  In  pursuance  to  a  purchase,  or  if 
having  a  purchase  price  under  98  cents  per 
pound. 

The  foregoing  amendment  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  April  14, 1976.  In  accordance  with 
headnote  3(a)  (v)  of  Part  3  of  the  Ap¬ 
pendix  to  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the 
United  States,  the  change  in  price  ef¬ 
fected  by  this  amendment  would  not 
make  the  import  restriction  contained  in 
items  950. 10B  through  950. 10E  of  Part  3 
of  the  Appendix  to  the  Tariff  Schedules 
of  the  United  States  applicable  to  cheese 
having  a  purchase  price  of  92  or  more 
cents  per  pound  if  such  cheese  had  been 
exported  to  the  United  States  on  a 
through  bill  of  lading  or  had  been  placed 
in  bonded  warehouse  on  or  before  April 
14,  1976.  Since  the  action  taken  herewith 
involves  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the 


United  States,  this  amendment  falls 
within  the  foreign  affairs  exception  to  the 
notice  and  effective  date  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553. 

(Sec.  3,  62  Stat.  1248,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C. 
624;  Part  3  of  the  Appendix  to  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States,  19  U.S.C. 
1202) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  April  1976. 

John  A.  Knebel, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10796  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  ami 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Lime  Regulation  27,  Amendment  2] 

PART  911— LIMES  GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 
Container  Regulation 

This  amendment  to  the  current  con¬ 
tainer  regulation  revises  the  minimum 
and  maximum  net  weight  requirements 
for  three  of  the  containers  authorized 
for  the  handling  of  fresh  Florida  limes 
shipped  to  destinations  outside  the  pro¬ 
duction  area.  The  amendment  reduces 
the  minimum  net  weight  of  limes  for 
each  container  from  40  to  38  pounds  and 
reduces  the  maximum  net  weight  from 
42  to  40  pounds  of  limes.  The  amendment 
is  effective  on  and  after  May  16,  1976. 

On  March  22,  1976,  notice  of  rulemak¬ 
ing  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (41  FR  11841)  regarding  a  proposed 
amendment  of  the  current  container  reg¬ 
ulation  (7  CFR  911.329;  38  FR  12323; 
15726)  in  effect  pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  911,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  911), 
regulating  the  handling  of  limes  grown 
in  Florida.  The  proposal  was  submitted 
by  the  Florida  Lime  Administrative 
Committee  (established  pursuant  to  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der)  .  This  is  a  marketing  order  program 
issued  pursuant  to  the  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674).  No  exception  to  said 
notice  was  filed. 

The  amendment  reflects  the  commit¬ 
tee’s  appraisal  of  present  and  prospec¬ 
tive  marketing  conditions  for  limes.  Sea¬ 
sonally  heavy  shipments  of  limes  are  ex¬ 
pected  on  or  about  the  effective  date  of 
the  amendment.  Studies  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  in  cooperation  with  handlers  of  Flor¬ 
ida  limes  indicate  that  such  limes  must 
compete  in  the  marketplace  with  limes 
and  lemons  from  other  production  areas 


outside  Florida,  which  are  mostly  packed 
in  standard  containers  holding  38  pounds 
net  weight  of  fruit.  Therefore,  the 
amended  container  requirements  are 
more  equitable  to  Florida  lime  growers, 
will  tend  to  standardize  net  weights  of 
containers  for  limes  and  lemons,  and  will 
maintain  orderly  marketing  conditions 
for  Florida  limes  in  the  interest  of  pro¬ 
ducers  and  consumers. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented,  including  the  proposal 
set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice,  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  and  information  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  committee,  and  other 
available  information,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  the  amendment  hereinafter  set 
forth  is  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  said  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  order;  and  such  amendment  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

Order.  The  provisions  of  paragraph 
(a)  (3)  of  §  911.329  (Lime  Regulation  27; 
38  FR  12323;  15726)  are  hereby  amended 
by  changing  subdivisions  (1),  (ii> ,  and 
(iii)  thereof  to  read  as  follows: 

§  911.329  Lime  Regulation  27. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(3)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(a)  (5)  of  this  section  on  and  after  the 
effective  date  hereof  no  handler  shall 
handle  between  the  production  area  and 
any  point  outside  thereof  any  variety  of 
limes,  grown  in  the  production  area.  In 
containers  having  a  capacity  of  more 
than  4  pounds  of  limes  unless  such  limes 
are  handled  in  containers  meeting  the 
following  specifications  and  conform  to 
all  other  applicable  requirements  of  this 
section: 

(i)  Containers  with  inside  dimensions 
of  11  x  16%  x  10  inches:  Provided,  That 
any  such  container  shall  contain  not  less 
than  38  pounds  nor  more  than  40  pounds 
net  weight  of  limes. 

(ii)  Containers  with  inside  dimensions 
of  11%  x  16  x  11  Inches:  Provided,  That 
any  such  container  shall  contain  not  less 
than  38  pounds  nor  more  than  40  pounds 
net  weight  of  limes. 

(iii)  Containers  with  Inside  dimensions 
of  13%  x  16%  x  9  inches:  Provided,  That 
any  such  container  shall  contain  not  less 
than  38  pounds  nor  more  than  40  pounds 
net  weight  of  limes. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Dated:  April  9,  1976,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  May  16,  1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division  Agricultur¬ 
al  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-10791  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  ami 
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CHAPTER  XVIII — FARMERS  HOME  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS  AND  GRANTS 
PRIMARILY  FOR  REAL  ESTATE  PURPOSES 

[ FmH A  Instruction  444.1] 

PART  1822— RURAL  HOUSING  LOANS 
AND  GRANTS 

Subpart  A — Section  502  Rural  Housing 
Loan  Policies,  Procedures  and  Authoriza¬ 
tions 

Rural  Area  Further  Defined 

On  December  18,  1975,  a  document 
teas  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
<40  FR  58657)  proposing  the  addition  of 
Exhibit  G  to  Subpart  A  of  Part  1822. 
Title  7.  Chapter  XVIII  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  In  order  to  provide 
a  reference  to  this  new  Exhibit  in  Sub¬ 
part  A,  §  1822.3(c)(9)  is  amended  as 
shown  hereafter.  Exhibit  G  lists  those 
areas  which  are  eligible  for  FmHA  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  for  housing  as  rural  areas 
pursuant  to  section  520  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended  by  Section  511 
of  the  Housing  and  Community  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1974  (P.L.  93-383),  because 
they  have  populations  in  excess  of  10,000 
but  not  in  excess  of  20,000,  are  not  lo¬ 
cated  in  a  standard  metropolitan  sta¬ 
tistical  area  (SMSA) ,  and  have  a  serious 
lack  of  mortgage  credit  as  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment.  Exhibit  G  also  lists  those  areas 
which  have  populations  in  excess  of 
10,000  but  not  in  excess  of  20,000,  are  not 
located  in  an  SMSA,  and  which  are  not 
eligible  for  FmHA  financial  assistance 
for  housing  as  rural  areas  pursuant  to 
Section  520  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended,  because  they  have  been  de¬ 
termined  to  be  effectively  utilizing  the 
mortgage  insurance  programs  of  the 
Federal  Housing  Administration  (FHA) 
in  the  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  (HUD)  and  accord¬ 
ingly  do  not  have  a  serious  lack  of 
mortgage  credit.  Comments  were  re¬ 
ceived  and  considered  following  the  pub¬ 
lication  for  proposed  rules  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  Many  of  the  comments 
indicated  a  serious  lack  of  credit  for  low 
and  moderate  income  families  to  obtain 
adequate  housing  in  the  areas  listed  as 
not  eligible  for  FmHA  assistance.  Other 
comments  questioned  if  FmHA  assistance 
is  needed  in  areas  listed  as  eligible  for 
FmHA  assistance.  The  U.S.  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  U.S.  Senate 
Committee  reports  on  the  amendment  to 
the  law  clearly  indicated  that  the  intent 
was  to  permit  the  use  of  FmHA  programs 
in  such  areas  where  private  institutions 
utilizing  HUD /FHA  programs  were  de¬ 
ficient  or  not  available.  The  U.S.  Senate 
Committee  report  specifically  states  that 
it  “is  understood  that  FmHA  would  op¬ 
erate  in  such  towns  only  in  the  event  that 
HUD  was  not  active  there  •  •  *”  Since 
the  determinations  required  represented 
a  highly  subjective  judgment,  the  cri¬ 
teria  established  to  make  that  judgment 
were  set  so  as  to  Include  on  the  eligible 
list  all  communities  where  any  question 
concerning  the  effectiveness  of  HUD/ 


FHA  programs  existed.  Revisions  have 
been  made  on  the  lists  where  the  com¬ 
ments  received  indicate  a  misinterpre¬ 
tation  of  data.  The  following  areas  have 
been  moved  from  ineligible  to  eligible: 

Troy,  Alabama,  and  Brunswick,  Maine 

The  area  of  Crowley,  Louisiana,  which 
was  previously  omitted,  has  been  added 
to  eligible  areas.  The  area  of  Elizabeth- 
ton,  Tennessee,  previously  eligible,  has 
been  deleted  because  it  is  located  in  an 
SMSA. 

Accordingly,  Exhibit  G  to  Subpart  A  of 
Part  1822  as  revised,  is  set  forth  below: 

EXHIBIT  G - RURAL  AREAS  OF  10.000  TO 

20,000  POPULATION 

1.  Purpose.  This  Exhibit  G  lists  those 
areas  which  are  eligible  for  FmHA  pro¬ 
grams  as  rural  areas  which  have  popula¬ 
tions  in  excess  of  10,000  but  not  in  excess 
of  20,000,  are  not  located  in  a  standard 
metropolitan  statistical  area  <SMSA) 
and  have  a  serious  lack  of  mortgage 
credit  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  and  the  Secretary  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development.  This  Ex¬ 
hibit  also  lists  those  areas  which  have 
populations  in  excess  of  10,000  but  not  in 
excess  of  20,000,  are  not  located  in  an 
SMSA,  and  have  been  determined  to  be 
effectively  utilizing  the  mortgage  insur¬ 
ance  programs  of  the  Federal  Housing 
Administration  and  accordingly  do  not 
have  a  serious  lack  of  mortgage  credit. 
These  areas  are  not  rural  areas  eligible 
for  FmHA  housing  programs.  State  Di¬ 
rectors  are  authorized  to  Identify  by  list 
and  maps  the  eligible  areas  in  appropri¬ 
ate  State  regulations  in  accordance  with 
this  Exhibit. 

2.  Eligible  areas.  The  areas  eligible  for 
FmHA  assistance  by  State  are : 


Alabama 

Troy 

Arkansas 

Camden 

Russellville 

Magnolia 

Searcy 

Paragould 

Stuttgart 

California 

Areata 

Ukiah 

Colorado 

Canon  City  and 

Durango 

East  Canon  City  Sterling 

Connecticut 

WlUimantlc 

Florida 

Lake  City 

Palatka 

Port  Charlotte 

Georgia 

Americus 

Newman 

Carrollton 

Statesboro 

Cartersville 

Thomas  ton 

Cordele 

Tilton 

Douglas 

Idaho 

Moscow 

Illinois 

Canton 

Marlon 

Centralia 

Monmouth 

Charlestown 

Mt.  Vernon 

Dixon 

Ottawa 

Effingham 

Streator 

Herrin -Energy 
Lincoln 

Taylorville 

Indiana 


Bedford 

Madison 

Connersville 

Peru 

Crawfords  ville 

Seymour 

Frankfort 

Wabash 

Huntington 

Logansport 

Washington 

Iowa 

Boone 

Newton 

Fort  Madison 

Oskaloosa 

Keokuk 

Spencer 

Kansas 

Atchison 

Liberal 

Chanute 

McPherson 

Coffeyville 

Newton 

Hays 

OttaVa 

Independence 

Parsons 

Kentucky 

Danville 

Mlddlesboro 

Elizabethtown 

Murray 

Glasgow 

Richmond 

Madisonvllle 

Somerset 

Mayfield 

Louisiana 

AbbevUle 

Jennings 

Crowley 

Morgan  City 

Eunice 

Thibodaux 

Maine 

Brunswick 

Sand ford 

Maryland 

Cambridge 

Massachusetts 

Adams  Center 

West  Dennis 

Greenfield 

Dennis  Port 

Hyannls 

South  Dennis 

West  Yarmouth  North  Adams 

South  Yarmouth 

Michigan 

Alma 

Escanaba 

Alpena 

Iron  Mountain - 

Big  Rapids 

Klngsford 

Cadillac 

Sault  Ste.  Marie 

Minnesota 

Bemldjl 

New  Ulm 

Breckenrldge 

Northfield 

Cloquet 

Owatonna 

Fairmont 

Worthington 

Falrbault 

Mississippi 

Brookhaven 

Oxford 

Corinth 

McComb 

Starkville 

Missouri 

Carthage 

Mexico 

Fulton 

Moberly 

Hannibal 

Poplar  Bluff 

KlrksvUle 

Rolla 

Kennett 

Warrensburg 

Marshall 

Montana 

Anaconda 

Havre 

Kallspell 

Nebraska 

Beatrice 

Norfolk 

Columbus 

Scottsbluff 

Kearney 

New  Hampshire 

Berlin 

Rochester 

New  Mexico 

Gallup 

Portales 

Las  Vegas 

Los  Alamos 

New  York 


Batavia  Olean 

Massena  Oneonta 

Ogdensburg 
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North  Carolina 


Albemarle 

Morgan  ton 

Cherry  Point 

New  Bern 

Elizabeth  City 

Roanoke  Raplds- 

Henderson 

G  as  ton 

Lenoir 

Sanford 

Lumberton 

Shelby 

Mt.  Airy -Toast 

-  Tarboro-Princeville 

Bannertown 

Worth  Dakota 

Dickinson 

Wahpeton 

Jamestown 

Ohio 

Bucyrus 

Greenville 

Cambridge 

Mount  Vernon 

Conneaut 

Norwalk 

Coshocton 

Salem 

Defiance 

Washington 

Fostoria 

Courthouse 

Fremont 

Gallon 

Wooster 

Oklahoma 

Ada 

Miami 

Durant 

Okmulgee 

McAlester 

Oregon 

Astoria 

McMinnville 

Grants  Pass 

La  Grande 

Pendleton 

Pennsylvania 

Appollo-Vandergrift  Greenville 

Athens-Sayre-South  Connelsvllle 

Waverly 

Grove  City 

Berwick 

Lewiston 

Bloomsburg 

Lockhaven 

Bradford 

Mead  vllle 

Chambersburg 

Oil  City 

Clearfield 

Sunbury 

DuBols 

Warren 

Franklin 

Waynesboro 

Indiana 

Puerto  Rico 

Coamo 

San  German 

Fajardo 

Utuado 

Hum&cao 

Vega  Baja 

Manatl 

Yauco 

South  Carolina 

Beaufort 

Union 

Lancaster 

South  Dakota 

Brookings 

Watertown 

Tennessee 

Athens 

Shelbyville 

Cookeville 

Greenville 

McMinnville 

Tullahoma 

Union  City 

Texas 

Bay  City 

Kerrvllle 

Bee  vllle 

Lamesa 

Brown  wood 

Port  Lavaca 

Eagle  Pass 

Uvalde 

Gainesville 

Henderson 

Vernon 

Vermont 

Essex  Junction 

Montepelier-Barre 

Complex 

Virgin  Islands 

Charlotte  Amalie 


Virginia 

Covington  Radford 

Harrisonburg  Winchester 

Pulaski 


Washington 


Central  la 

Oak  Harbor 

Ellensburg 

Port  Angeles 

West  Virginia 

Marttn3burg 

Wisconsin 

Beaver  Dam 

Watertown 

Marshfield 

Whitewater 

Menomonle 

Wyoming 

Sheridan 

3.  Areas  not  eligible.  The  areas  not  eligible 
for  FmHA  assistance  by  State  are : 

Alabama 

Alexander  City 

Ozark 

Andalusia 

Sylacauga 

Cullman 

Talladega 

Enterprise 

Tuskegee 

Arizona 

Casa  Grande 
Douglas 

Prescott 

Arkansas 

Conway 

Forrest  City 

California 

Atwater 

Orovill® 

Brawley 

Paradise 

Calexico 

Porterville 

Hanford 

Tulare 

Los  Banos 

Madera 

Florida 

Leesburg 

Naples 

Vero  Beach 

Georgia 

Bainbridge 

Moultrie 

Dublin  and  East 

Dublin 

Idaho 

Caldwell 

Coeur  d'Alene 

Indiana 

Goshen 

Kansas 

Arkansas  City 

Winfield 

Kentucky 

Fort  Campbell- 

North 

Louisiana 

Bastrop 

Natchitoches 

Bogalusa 

Hammond 

Ruston 

Michigan 

Niles 

Traverse  City 

Minnesota 

Albert  Lea 

Marshall 

Brainerd 

Red  Wing 

Fergus  Falls 

Wlllmar 

Mississippi 

Canton 

Picayune 

Cleveland 

Yazoo  City 

Missouri 

Stkeston 

New  Mexico 

Artesia 

New  York 

Coming 

Glens  Falls 

Cortland 

Hornell 

North  Carolina 

Eden 

Reidsville 

North  Dakota 

Wllliston 

Ohio 


Belle  Fontaine 
Sidney 

Wilmington 

Oklahoma 

Chickasha 

Duncan 

Oregon 

Ashland 

The  Dalles 

Bend 

Roseburg 

Pennsylvania 

Ellwood  City 

South  Carolina 

Gaffney 

Georgetown 

Laurens 

South  Dakota 

Huron 

Mitchell 

Yankton 

Tennessee 

Dyersburg 

Humboldt 

Texas 

Borger 

Pecos 

Hereford 

Snyder 

Levelland 

Sulphur  Springs 

Mineral  Wells 
Palestine 

Sweet  Water 

Utah 

Brigham  City 

Virginia 

Martinsville 

Waynesboro 

Washington 

Moses  Lake 

§  1 822. .1  [Amended] 

§  1822.3(c)  (9)  is  amended  as  follows 
to  provide  a  reference  to  Exhibit  G : 

•  • 

•  •  • 

(C)  ‘  » 


(9)  The  State  Director,  through  appro¬ 
priate  State  Instructions,  shall  Identify 
by  list  and  maps  “rural  areas”  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Instruction,  provided 
however,  that  no  list  or  map  of  areas 
in  excess  of  10,000  but  not  in  excess  of 
20,000  that  are  characterized  as  “rural 
areas”  will  be  identified  in  said  State 
Instruction  unless  identified  as  an  eligi¬ 
ble  area  in  Exhibit  G.  See  Exhibit  G. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(42  U.S.C.  1480;  delegation  of  authority  by 
the  Sec.  of  Agri.,  7  CFR  2.23;  delegation  of 
authority  by  the  Asst.  Sec.  for  Rural  Devel¬ 
opment,  7  CFR  2.70  > 

Dated;  April  7,  1976. 

William  H.  Walker.  III. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.76-10723  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  ami 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 
CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

SUBCHAPTER  A— BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF 
THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

[Docket  No.  R-0010;  Reg.  Y[ 

PART  225— BANK  HOLDING  COMPANIES 
Corporate  Practices 

By  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  19,  1975  (40  FR  58866)  the  Board 
of  Governors  proposed  for  comment  an 
addition  to  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR  225) 
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that  would  require  prior  notification  to 
the  Board  by  bank  holding  companies 
planning  to  purchase  or  redeem  their 
own  stock.  Comments  were  received 
through  January  15,  1976. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  was  to  aid  the  Board  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  its  supervision  and  regula¬ 
tion  of  bank  holding  companies  by  af¬ 
fording  it  advance  notice  of  stock  re¬ 
demptions  that  could  have  a  significant 
impact  upon  a  holding  company’s  capital 
structure,  and,  more  particularly,  to  de¬ 
ter  “bootstrapping”,  a  practice  whereby 
a  holding  company  incurs  substantial 
debt  to  purchase  or  redeem  its  outstand¬ 
ing  equity  securities,  generally  to  facili¬ 
tate  a  transfer  of  control  by  the  con¬ 
trolling  shareholder  or  shareholder 
group. 

While  banks  may  be  under  statutory 
prohibitions  against  repurchasing  their 
own  shares,  as  a  protection  against  the 
reduction  of  capital  (see.  e.g.,  12  U.S.C. 
§83),  holding  companies  are  not  gen¬ 
erally  subject  to  such  prohibitions.  State 
corporate  laws  may  forbid  a  corporation 
to  redeem  shares  when  it  is  insolvent  or 
when  to  do  so  would  render  it  Insolvent, 
but  it  is  possible  for  such  a  bank  holding 
company  to  effect  a  repurchase  or  re¬ 
demption  without  violating  such  a 
statute  where  the  result  would  neverthe¬ 
less  be  to  cause  a  serious  drain  of  equity 
capital  from  the  company.  While  the 
Board  has  authority  under  present  law 
to  issue  cease-and-desist  orders  to 
remedy  violations  of  law  or  unsafe  or  un¬ 
sound  practices  by  bank  holding  com¬ 
panies.  the  supervisory  power  may  not  be 
fully  effective  to  cure  the  weakened  fi¬ 
nancial  condition  of  a  company  caused 
by  a  consummated  repurchase  or  re¬ 
demption. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  Regula¬ 
tion  Y  would  require  prior  notification 
to  the  Board  of  such  action  by  a  bank 
holding  company.  If  such  notice  were  to 
Indicate  that  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  repurchase  or  redemption  would 
violate  applicable  law  or  would  create  an 
unsafe  or  unsound  condition  in  the  hold¬ 
ing  company,  the  Board  would,  in  appro¬ 
priate  cases.  Invoke  its  authority  under 
the  Financial  Institutions  Supervisory 
Act  of  1966  (section  8(b)  of  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Act)  to  institute 
cease-and-desist  proceedings  against  the 
company  in  order  to  prevent  the  repur¬ 
chase  or  redemption.1 

After  consideration  of  all  comments 
received,  several  changes  in  the  proposed 
amendment  have  been  made.  The  major 
changes  are  as  follows:  (1)  The  term 
“equity  securities”  has  been  substituted 
for  the  term  “voting  securities,"  so  as  to 
Include  redemptions  and  purchases  of 


»  Even  If  a  repurchase  or  redemption  were 
not  of  rufflclent  magnitude  to  require  prior 
notice  under  this  amendment,  the  Board 
might  nevertheless  Institute  cease-and-desist 
proceedings  with  respect  to  such  a  transac¬ 
tion  that  otherwise  came  to  Its  attention  If 
It  were  to  believe  that  an  unsafe  or  unsound 
condition  would  result  or  bad  resulted  or 
that  an  applicable  law  or  regulation  would 
be  at  had  been  violated. 
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nonvoting  preferred  stock  and  prevent 
circumvention  of  the  notice  requirement 
by  that  route.  (2)  The  threshold  for  giv¬ 
ing  prior  notice  has  been  changed  to 
require  notice  when  the  gross  consider¬ 
ation  involved  in  a  transaction  would 
involve  an  amount  equal  to  10  per  cent 
of  the  company’s  net  worth,  or  when  the 
gross  consideration  for  the  transaction 
when  aggregated  with  the  net  consider¬ 
ation  for  similar  transactions  during  the 
preceding  12  months  would  equal  10  per 
cent  of  net  worth.  This  method  of  cal¬ 
culation  would  take  into  account  the 
effect  of  sales  of  treasury  stock  and  new 
equity  securities  by  the  company.  (3) 
The  requirement  of  providing  the  names 
of  the  persons  from  whom  the  securities 
will  be  purchased  has  been  modified  to 
require  that  the  names  of  the  sellers  be 
provided  when  known  to  the  company. 

(4)  The  period  of  prior  notice  has  been 
reduced  from  60  to  45  days. 

12  CFR  Part  225  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  §  225.6  to  read  as  follows: 

§  225.6  Corporate  practices. 

(a)  Purchase  or  redemption  by  a  bank 
holding  company  of  its  own  shares.  No 
bank  holding  company  shall  purchase  or 
redeem  any  shares  of  any  class  of  its  out¬ 
standing  equity  securities  without  giving 
at  least  45  days  prior  notice  thereof  to 
its  Federal  Reserve  Bank  if  (i)  the  gross 
consideration  to  be  paid  for  such  pur¬ 
chase  or  redemption  is  equal  to  10  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  company’s  consoli- 
dater  net  worth  as  of  the  date  of  notifica¬ 
tion,  or  (ii)  the  gross  consideration  to  be 
paid  for  such  purchase  or  redemption 
when  aggregated  with  the  net  considera¬ 
tion  paid  by  the  company  for  all  pur¬ 
chases  or  redemptions  of  its  equity  secu¬ 
rities  during  the  12  months  preceding  the 
date  of  notification  *  equals  or  exceeds 
10  per  cent  of  the  company’s  consolidated 
net  worth  as  of  the  date  of  such  notice. 
The  45 -day  period  shall  begin  to  run 
from  the  date  such  notice  is  received  by 
the  Reserve  Bank,  which  shall  promptly 
acknowledge  receipt  thereof  in  writing. 

Each  notice  filed  hereunder  shall  fur¬ 
nish  the  following  Information : 

(1)  the  title  of  the  security  to  be  pur¬ 
chased  or  redeemed,  and  the  purposes 
of  the  proposed  transaction; 

(2)  the  number  of  shares  of  that  se¬ 
curity  to  be  purchased  or  redeemed;  the 
total  number  of  shares  of  equity  securi¬ 
ties  outstanding  as  of  the  date  of  the 
notice,  by  class;  and  the  number  of  shares 
of  all  other  equity  securities  of  the  com¬ 
pany  purchased  or  redeemed  by  it  over 
the  preceding  12-month  period,  by  class; 

(3)  the  consideration  to  be  paid  for 
the  shares  to  be  purchased  or  redeemed, 
and  the  consideration  paid  for  all  other 
shares  of  the  company’s  equity  securities 
purchased  or  redeemed  by  it  over  the 
preceding  12-month  period,  by  class; 


•For  the  purposes  of  this  regulation  “net 
consideration”  Is  the  gross  consideration  paid 
by  the  company  for  all  of  Its  equity  securi¬ 
ties  purchased  or  redeemed  during  the  period 
minus  the  gross  consideration  received  for  all 
of  Its  equity  securities  sold  during  the  period 
other  than  as  part  of  a  new  Issue. 


(4)  the  date  upon  which,  or  that  pe¬ 
riod  of  time  during  which,  the  purchase 
or  redemption  will  occur; 

(5)  if  known,  the  names  of  persons 
from  whom  shares  are  to  be  purchased 
or  redeemed  in  such  transaction,  and,  if 
known,  the  names  of  persons  from  whom 
shares  were  purchased  or  redeemed  in 
the  preceding  12  months; 

(6)  if  debt  is  to  be  incurred  or  has  been 
incurred  by  the  company  or  a  subsidiary 
in  connection  with  the  purchase  or  re¬ 
demption  or  any  other  such  purchase  or 
redemption  over  the  preceding  12 
months,  a  description  of  the  terms  of  the 
debt.  Including  the  identity  of  the  obli¬ 
gee,  and  the  interest  rate,  maturity  and 
repayment  schedule  of  the  debt; 

(7)  if  the  transaction  is  related  in  any 
way  to  a  transfer  of  control  of  the  com¬ 
pany.  a  description  of  the  terms  of  the 
transfer,  including  the  Identity  of  the 
transferee  and  a  copy  of  any  agreements 
relating  to  such  transfer;  and 

(8)  a  current  and  pro  forma  consoli¬ 
dated  balance  sheet  of  the  holding  com¬ 
pany. 

The  Reserve  Bank  may  permit  a  pur¬ 
chase  or  redemption  to  be  accomplished 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  45-day  pe¬ 
riod  if  it  determines  that  the  repurchase 
or  redemption  would  not  constitute  an 
unsafe  or  unsound  practice  and  would 
not  violate  any  applicable  law,  rule,  reg¬ 
ulation  or  order,  or  any  condition  im¬ 
posed  by,  or  written  agreement  with,  the 
Board. 

•  *  •  •  • 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  May  15,  1976,  and  shall  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  transactions  occurring 
after  that  date  for  which  prior  notice  is 
required  under  this  amendment.  Such 
notice  may  be  given  prior  to  the  effective 
date  with  respect  to  a  transaction  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  consummated  within  45  days 
after  the  effective  date.  Any  company 
that  prior  to  the  effective  date  has  com¬ 
pleted  plans  to  effect  a  transaction  that 
would  be  covered  by  this  amendment,  but 
as  to  which  there  may  be  insufficient  time 
to  provide  45  days  prior  notice,  may  re¬ 
quest  accelerated  consideration  of  the 
transaction  by  its  Federal  Reserve  Bank. 

(Secs.  5(b)  and  5(c)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1956.  as  amended  (12  U5.C. 
i!  1844  (c)  and  (d)).  and  section  8(b)  of  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act,  as  amended 
(12  DJ5.C.  f  1818(b).) 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
April  8,  1976. 

[seal!  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-10739  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 

Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  C-2805] 

PART  13 — PROHIB  TED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 

ACTIONS 

Bird  &  Son,  Inc. 

Subpart — Acquiring  corporate  stock  or 
assets:  §  13.5  Acquiring  corporate  stock 
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or  assets;  13.5-20  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  48.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  6,  38  Stat.  719,  aa  amended;  sec. 
7,  38  Stat.  731,  as  amended;  15  OS.C.  45,  18) 

In  the  Matter  of  Bird  <fc  Son,  Inc.,  a 
corporation.  Consent  order  requiring  an 
East  Walpole,  Mass.,  manufacturer  of 
building  materials,  among  other  things 
to  divest  itself  of  the  Tuscaloosa,  Ala., 
Logan-Long  asphalt  roofing  manufactur¬ 
ing  facility  within  18  months,  while  per¬ 
mitting  respondent  to  retain  the  two  re¬ 
maining  Logan-Long  plants  in  Chicago, 
Ill.,  and  Franklin,  Ohio.  Further,  re¬ 
spondent  is  prohibited  for  10  years  from 
acquiring  any  manufacturer  of  asphalt 
roofing  products  without  prior  approval 
of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  including 
further  order  requiring  report  of  com¬ 
pliance  therewith,  is  as  follows:1 

Order 

For  the  purposes  of  this  Order,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  definitions  shall  apply: 

(a)  “Asphalt  and  tar  roofing’’  includes 
asphalt  or  tar  saturated  felts  and  roll 
roofing,  and  asphalt  shingles  made  from 
an  organic  felt,  asbestos  felt,  or  fiber 
glass  base,  saturated  and/or  coated  with 
asphalt  or  coal  tar  pitch. 

(b)  “Saturated  felts’’  include  both 
organic  and  inorganic  mats  saturated  or 
impregnated,  but  not  coated,  with  as¬ 
phalt  or  tar. 

(c)  “Roll  roofing”  is  made  from  a 
saturated  or  impregnated  felt  by  apply¬ 
ing  an  additional  coating  of  more  viscous, 
weather-resistant  asphalt  and  fine  sur- 
facings  or  mineral  granules. 

(d)  “Asphalt  shingles”  are  mineral¬ 
surfaced  saturated  felts  machine-cut  into 
squares  or  strips. 

(e)  “Asphalt  roofing  products”  refers 
to  any  or  all  of  the  products  described 
in  (b)  through  (d)  above,  but  specifically 
excludes  accessory  items  such  as  asphalt 
cements,  adhesives,  primers,  and  mineral 
granules. 

I 

It  Is  Ordered,  That  Bird  &  Son,  Inc. 
(hereafter  “Bird”),  within  a  period  not 
exceeding  Dept:  copy  missing!!  months 
exceeding  months  from  March  31, 
1976,  or  from  such  other  date  upon  w'hich 
Bird  shall  become  the  owner  of  all  or  any 
substantial  part  of  the  share  capital  or 
assets  of  The  Logan-Long  Company 
(hereafter  “Logan-Long”),  shall  divest 
absolutely  and  in  good  faith  by  sale,  or 
by  spinoff  into  and  sale  of  the  stock  of  a 
new  corporation  formed  for  such  pur¬ 
pose,  subject  to  prior  approval  of  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  all  properties 
(hereafter  “properties”)  associated  with 
the  Tuscaloosa,  Alabama,  Plant  (here¬ 
after  “Plant”)  of  Logan-Long  Including, 
but  not  limited  to,  all  land,  buildings,  im¬ 
provements,  equipment,  machinery,  in¬ 
ventory,  and  customer  lists  relating  to 
such  Plant  and  acquired  by  Bird  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  its  acquisition  of  Logan-Long  to¬ 
gether  with  all  additions  and  improve¬ 
ments  to  such  properties;  Provided  how - 


1  Copies  of  the  Complaint,  Decision  and  Or¬ 
der,  filed  with  the  original  document. 


ever.  That  approval  of  a  proposed  divesti¬ 
ture  hereunder  shall  not  be  withheld 
solely  on  the  ground  that  the  proposed 
acquirer  is  a  manufacturer  of  asphalt 
roofing  products. 

n 

It  Is  Further  Ordered  That,  in  the 
event  that  a  new  corporation  is  estab¬ 
lished  as  provided  herein.  Bird  shall  make 
reasonable  efforts  to  assure  that  such 
new  corporation  will  remain  properly 
staffed  with  adequate  administrative, 
sales  and  service  personnel  to  carry  on 
the  business  to  be  transferred  to  the  new 
corporation,  to  assist  such  new  corpora¬ 
tion  in  retaining,  rehiring,  or  replacing 
such  personnel,  and  to  insure  the  reten¬ 
tion  of  customers  associated  with  the 
divested  plant. 

III 

It  Is  Further  Ordered  That,  if  respond¬ 
ent  is  unable  to  sell  or  dispose  of  the 
Plant  outright,  nothing  in  this  Order 
shall  be  deemed  to  prohibit  respondent 
from  retaining,  accepting  and  enforcing 
in  good  faith  any  security  interest  there¬ 
in,  not  to  exceed  five  (5)  years  in  dura¬ 
tion,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  securing  to 
respondent  full  payment  of  the  price, 
with  interest,  at  which  the  Plant  is  sold 
or  disposed  of;  Provided,  However,  That 
if  after  a  good  faith  divestiture  pursuant 
to  this  Order,  respondent  reacquires  any 
of  the  divested  assets  by  virtue  of  such 
security  interest,  respondent  shall  re¬ 
divest  such  assets  within  six  (6)  months. 

IV 

It  is  further  ordered  That  none  of  the 
properties  to  be  divested,  as  described  in 
Part  I  of  this  Order,  shall  be  sold  or 
transferred,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  any 
person  who  is  at  the  time  of  the  divesti¬ 
ture  an  officer,  director,  employee,  or 
agent  of  or  under  the  control  or  direction 
of,  Bird  or  any  of  Bird’s  subsidiary  or  af¬ 
filiate  corporations,  or  anyone  who  owns 
or  controls,  directly  or  indirectly,  more 
than  1  percent  of  the  outstanding  shares 
of  common  stock  of  Bird,  or  to  anyone 
who  is  not  approved  in  advance  by  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission. 

V 

It  is  further  ordered  That  if  Bird  di¬ 
vests  the  properties  described  in  Part  I 
of  this  Order,  to  a  new  corporation  or 
corporations,  the  stock  of  each  of  which 
is  wholly-owned  by  Bird,  and  if  Bird 
then  distributes  all  the  stock  in  said  cor¬ 
poration  or  corporations  to  the  stock¬ 
holders  of  Bird,  in  proportion  to  their 
holdings  of  Bird  stock.  Part  IV  of  this 
Order  shall  be  inapplicable,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Parts  VI  and  VII  shall  take  force 
and  effect  in  its  stead. 

VI 

It  is  further  ordered  That  no  person 
who  is  an  officer,  director,  or  executive 
employee  of  Bird,  or  who  owns  or  con¬ 
trols,  directly  or  indirectly,  more  than  1 
percent  of  the  stock  of  Bird,  shall  con¬ 
temporaneously  therewith  be  an  officer, 
director,  or  executive  employee  of  any 
new  corporation  or  corporations  de¬ 
scribed  in  Part  V,  or  shall  contemporane¬ 
ously  therewith  own  or  control,  directly 


or  indirectly,  more  than  1  percent  of  the 
stock  of  any  new  corporation  or  corpora¬ 
tions  described  in  Part  V. 

vn 

It  is  further  ordered  That  any  person 
who  must  sell  or  dispose  of  a  stock  in¬ 
terest  in  Bird  or  the  new  corporation  or 
corporations,  described  in  Part  V,  in  or¬ 
der  to  comply  with  Part  VI  of  this  Order 
may  do  so  within  six  (6)  months  after 
the  date  on  which  distribution  of  the 
stock  of  the  said  corporation  or  corpora¬ 
tions  is  made  to  stockholders  of  Bird. 

vm 

It  Is  Further  Ordered  That,  pending  di¬ 
vestiture,  Bird  shall  not  make  any 
changes  or  permit  any  deterioration, 
other  than  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
business,  in  any  of  the  plants,  machinery, 
buildings,  equipment  or  other  property 
or  assets  of  the  plant  to  be  divested  which 
may  impair  its  present  capacity  or  mar¬ 
ket  value;  Provided,  However,  That 
nothing  in  this  Order  shall  prevent  re¬ 
spondent  from  exercising  reasonably 
business  judgment  with  respect  to  con¬ 
ducting  the  business  and  operations  of 
the  plant  pending  divestiture. 

IX 

It  Is  Further  Ordered  That  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  ten  (10)  years  from  the  date  upon 
which  Bird  shall  become  the  owner  of  all 
or  any  substantial  part  of  the  share  capi¬ 
tal  or  assets  of  Logan-Long,  Bird  shall 
not  acquired,  directly  or  indirectly,  with¬ 
out  the  prior  approval  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  the  share  capital  or  assets  (other 
than  products  acquired  for  use  or  resale 
in  the  ordinary  course  of  business),  of 
any  manufacturer  of  asphalt  roofing 
products  having  direct  sales  within  the 
United  States.  Direct  sales  shall  include 
all  sales  to  purchasers  for  those  pur¬ 
chasers’  subsequent  use  in  the  United 
States  or  those  purchasers’  subsequent 
resale  in  the  United  States. 

X 

It  Is  Further  Ordered  That  Bird  shall, 
within  six  (6)  months  of  the  date  upon 
which  it  shall  become  the  owner  of  all 
or  any  substantial  part  of  the  share  capi¬ 
tal  of  Logan-Long,  and  every  six  (6) 
months  thereafter,  until  Bird  has  fully 
compiled  with  Part  I  of  this  Order,  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  a 
detailed  written  report  of  its  actions, 
plans  and  progress  in  complying  with  the 
provisions  of  Part  I  of  this  Order. 

XI 

It  Is  Further  Ordered  That  Bird  notify 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  at  least 
thirty  (30)  days  prior  to  any  proposed 
change  in  Bird  which  may  affect  com¬ 
pliance  obligations  arising  out  of  this 
Order,  such  as  dissolution,  assignment  or 
sale  resulting  in  the  emergence  of  a  suc¬ 
cessor  corporation  or  the  creation  or  dis¬ 
solution  of  subsidiaries. 

The  Decision  and  Order  was  issued  by 
the  Commission  Mar.  8,  1976. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc .76- 10693  Filed  4-1 3-76; 8: 45  am] 
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Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER  F — BIOLOGICS 

[Docket  No.  76N-0066] 

PART  610— GENERAL  BIOLOGICAL 
PRODUCTS  STANDARDS 

Revision  of  General  Safety  Test 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-7240  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  Monday,  March  15, 
1976  at  page  10888  make  the  following 
correction: 

On  page  10891,  first  column,  in  the 
preamble,  the  fourth  paragraph  from 
the  bottom,  last  line,  change  "January” 
to  read  “June”. 


Title  23 — Highways 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

PART  140— REIMBURSEMENT 
Programs;  Correction 

Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  correct  an  erroneous  citation 
in  a  recently  published  document. 

In  Federal  Register  document  76-6968 
published  on  page  10430  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  11,  1976,  tlie  words 
amending  23  CFR  140.604(c)  are  revoked. 

Section  140.604(c)  of  title  23  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“When  the  State  is  authorized  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with  all  or  any  phase  of  the  work 
under  a  bond  project,  the  project  is  to 
be  identified  as  an  E  project  and  as  such 
shall  be  subject  to  the  appropriate  re¬ 
imbursement  schedule  for  E  projects,  in 
accordance  with  the  Federal-Aid  High¬ 
way  Program  Manual,  Volume  6,  Chap¬ 
ter  3,  Section  2,  Subsection  7,  Attach¬ 
ment  1.” 

Issued  on  April  6, 1976. 

Norbert  T.  Tiemann. 

Federal  Highway  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-10728  Filed  4-13-76; 8: 45  ami 


Title  26 — Internal  Revenue 

CHAPTER  I — INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERV¬ 
ICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

[TD.  7415] 

PART  1— INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE  YEARS 
BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEMBER  31,  1953 
PART  301— PROCEDURE  AND 
ADMINISTRATION 

Refund  of  1975  Individual  Income  Taxes 
and  Tax  Credit  for  Certain  Personal  Ex¬ 
emptions;  Correction 

On  Monday,  April  5,  1976,  Treasury 
Decision  7415  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (41  FR  14368).  The  fol¬ 
lowing  corrections  are  made  to  the  Treas¬ 
ury  decision: 

(1)  Paragraphs  4  and  5  are  deleted. 

(2)  Paragraph  6  is  redesignated  as 
“Par.  4”. 

James  F.  Dring, 
Director,  Legislation  and 
Regulations  Division. 
[FR  Doc.76-10808  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  ami 


Title  36— Parks,  Forests,  and  Public 
Property 

CHAPTER  I— NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  7 — SPECIAL  REGULATIONS,  AREAS 
OF  THE  NATIONAL  PARK  SYSTEM 

Assateague  Island  National  Seashore, 
Maryland  and  Virginia;  Operation  of 
Oversand  Vehicles 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc  76-10257  appearing  at  page 
15008  of  the  April  9,  1976  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  the  third  full  paragraph  in  the  third 
column  should  be  deleted. 

Title  45— Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  I— OFFICE  OF  EDUCATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

EDUCATION  PROFESSIONS 
Adoption  of  Mandatory  Requirements 

Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  17,  1975,  at  40  FR  58459-58467 
setting  forth  mandatory  requirements 
governing  programs  authorized  by  Parts 
D  and  F  of  the  Education  Professions 
Development  Act  (Title  V  of  the  Higher 
Education  Act  of  1965,  Pub.  L.  89-329 
as  amended,  20  U.S.C.  1091-1092,  1119- 
1119c-3).  Certain  technical  and  con¬ 
forming  amendments  were  also  proposed 
for  Parts  100a  and  100c  (General  Provi¬ 
sions  Regulations) . 

Assistance  under  the  regulations  set 
forth  below  may  be  provided  under  Part 
D  of  the  Act  to  improve  training  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  personnel  serving  in  pro¬ 
grams  of  education  other  than  higher 
education  (including  programs  for  (1) 
bilingual  education  training;  (2)  train¬ 
ing  teachers  for  Indian  children;  and  (3) 
urban/rural  school  development)  and 
under  Part  F  of  the  Act  for  training  and 
for  developing  programs  for  vocational 
education  personnel. 

Pursuant  to  section  503  of  the  Educa¬ 
tion  Amendments  of  1972  (Pub.  L.  92- 
318),  a  public  hearing  on  the  proposed 
regulations  was  held  on  January  15, 1976 
in  Washington,  D.C.  In  addition,  written 
comments  were  received  and  considered. 

A.  Summary  of  comments.  The  follow¬ 
ing  comments  were  submitted  to  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Education  regarding  the  proposed 
regulations.  After  the  summary  of  each 
comment,  a  response  is  set  forth  stating 
changes  which  have  been  made  in  the 
regulations  or  the  reasons  why  no  change 
is  deemed  necessary. 

1.  Section  100c .2  Indirect  costs.  Com¬ 
ment.  A  Commenter  expressed  concern 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  change  in 
§  lOOc.2  which  would  make  the  indirect 
cost  rate  as  determined  under  §  100c.2 
applicable  to  the  States  Systems  Pro¬ 
gram  under  section  553  of  the  Act.  The 
commenter  stated  that  the  formula  for 
determining  indirect  cost  rates  set  forth 
in  i  100c .2,  which  would  be  applicable 
to  institutions  of  higher  education,  would 
hinder  these  institutions  in  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  assistance  to  State  and  local  edu¬ 
cational  agencies. 


Response.  The  comment  has'  not  been 
adopted  in  the  regulations.  Section  553 
(c)  (2)  of  the  Act  requires  that  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  grant  (to  carry  out  a  co¬ 
operative  arrangement  to  train  or  re¬ 
train  experienced  vocational  education 
personnel)  set  forth  policies  and  proce¬ 
dures  that  assure  that  Federal  funds 
under  this  program  be  used  to  supple¬ 
ment  funds  that  would  in  the  absence  of 
these  Federal  funds,  be  made  available 
for  activities  and  projects  meeting  the 
requirements  of  section  553(b),  and  in 
no  case  supplant  those  funds.  A  grantee 
under  section  553  is  subject  to  this  “non- 
supplant”  requirement,  as  are  other 
agencies  or  institutions  which  might  as¬ 
sist  or  provide  services  for  the  grantee  in 
carrying  out  the  program.  Certain  in¬ 
direct  costs,  if  charged  directly,  would 
violate  this  “non-supplant"  statutory 
clause.  The  restrictive  indirect  co6t  for¬ 
mula  set  forth  in  S  100c.2(c)  prevents 
the  supplanting  of  Federal  funds.  Section 
100c.2  has  been  amended  to  make  it  clear 
that  this  formula  applies  to  all  recipients 
of  assistance  (including  sub-grantees 
and  sub-contractors)  subject  to  the  sec¬ 
tion  553  statutory  requirements.  Institu¬ 
tions  of  higher  education,  which  provide 
services  under  any  of  the  programs  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Indirect  cost  provisions  of  Part 
100c,  would  be  subject  to  the  indirect 
cost  formula  to  avoid  supplanting  Fedc 
eral  funds  as  required  by  the  particular 
statute  involved. 

2.  General.  Comment.  A  commenter 
urged  that  the  training  and  retraining 
provisions  in  the  regulations  focus  on 
new  skills  required  by  all  educational 
practitioners  including  skills  in  areas  of 
alternative  health  care,  career  guidance, 
counseling  and  placement,  community 
outreach  and  lifetime  learning,  the  needs 
of  women,  the  handicapped,  the  disad¬ 
vantaged,  various  ethnic  groups,  the  for¬ 
eign  born  and  the  elderly,  and  youth 
unemployment  and  delinquency. 

Response.  No  change  has  been  made 
in  the  regulations.  The  amendments  to 
45  CFR  Part  174  made  by  the  regulations, 
focus  on  training  highly  skilled  personnel 
to  deal  effectively  in  areas  of  bilingual 
education,  Indian  education,  education 
of  the  disadvantaged,  and  vocational  ed¬ 
ucation.  Other  programs  in  the  Office  of 
Education  provide  training  in  numerous 
other  areas  such  as  education  of  the 
handicapped  (Education  of  the  Handi¬ 
capped  Act,  20  UJS.C.  1431-1434),  com¬ 
munity  education  (Community  Schools 
Act,  20  U.S.C.  1864) ,  and  women’s  educa¬ 
tion  (Women’s  Educational  Equity  Act 
of  1974,  20  UH.C.  1866).  Part  174,  to¬ 
gether  with  these  other  programs,  pro¬ 
vides  a  wide  range  of  educational  pro¬ 
grams  to  meet  the  needs  of  all  citizens 
and  segments  of  society. 

B.  Other  changes.  Other  typographical 
and  technical  corrections  have  been 
made. 

In  addition,  a  correction  has  been 
made  in  §  100b.l7(c)  (6)  of  the  General 
Education  Provisions  Regulations  to  cor¬ 
rect  an  inaccurate  statutory  reference. 
The  final  regulations  for  State  Adminis¬ 
tered  Programs  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  7,  1976,  at  41  FR 
1394,  incorrectly  cited  the  provisions  of 
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the  Adult  Education  Act  (20  USC  1201). 
which  are  satisfied  by  the  submission  of 
the  general  application,  as  section  300 

(a)  (6)  and  (7).  The  appropriate  citation 
is  section  306(a)  (8)  and  (9). 

Assistance  provided  under  this  pro¬ 
gram  is  subject  to  the  provisions  in  the 
governing  legislation,  and  (except  under 
Section  552  of  the  Act)  is  subject  to  ap¬ 
propriate  provisions  of  45  CFR  Parts  100, 
100a,  and  100c. 

After  consideration  of  all  comments, 
Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

Effective  date.  Pursuant  to  section  431 
(d)  of  the  General  Education  Provisions 
Act,  as  amended,  (20  U.S.C.  1232(d)) 
these  regulations  have  been  transmitted 
to  the  Congress  concurrently  with  the 
publication  of  this  document  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  That  section  provides  that 
regulations  subject  thereto  shall  become 
effective  on  the  forty-fifth  day  following 
the  date  of  such  transmission,  subject  to 
the  provisions  therein  concerning  Con¬ 
gressional  action  and  adjournment. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Nos.  13.503,  13.504,  13.505,  13.506,  13.546, 
Education  Professions  Development  Pro¬ 
grams) 

Dated:  February  22, 1976. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  April  7, 1976. 

David  Mathews, 

Secretary  of  Health. 

Education,  and  Welfare. 


PART  100a— DIRECT  PROJECT  GRANT 
AND  CONTRACT  PROGRAMS 

1.  Section  100a. 10(a)  (26>  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  100a.  10  Scope. 

(a)  Programs.  Except  to  the  extent 
Inconsistent  with  an  applicable  statute 
or  regulations,  the  provisions  contained 
in  this  part  apply  to  all  Federal  pro¬ 
grams  authorized  under  the  following 
authorities: 

•  •  #  •  * 

(26)  The  following  programs  author¬ 
ized  under  the  Education  Professions 
Development  Act:  Attracting  qualified 
persons  to  the  field  of  education  (sec¬ 
tion  504) ;  the  Teacher  Corps  (Part  B- 
1) ;  fellowships  for  teachers  and  related 
educational  personnel  (Part  C) ;  im¬ 
proving  training  opportunities  for  per¬ 
sonnel  serving  in  programs  of  education 
other  than  higher  education  (Part  D) ; 
training  programs  for  higher  education 
personnel  (Part  E) ;  and  exchange  pro¬ 
grams,  institutes,  and  in-service  educa¬ 
tion  for  vocational  education  teachers, 
supervisors,  coordinators,  and  admin¬ 
istrators  (section  553)  (20  U.8.C.  1091c, 
1101, 1111, 1119, 1119b,  1119c) ;  •  •  * 

•  *  *  •  * 


PART  100b— STATE  ADMINISTERED 
PROGRAMS 

Section  100b.l7(c>  (6)  is  revised  to 

read  as  follows: 

(•>  Adult  Education.  Under  Adult  Ed¬ 
ucation  Act:  section  306(a)  (t)  and  (9) ; 


PART  100c— INDIRECT  COSTS  UNDER 
CERTAIN  PROGRAMS 

2.  Section  100c. 1  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  paragraph  (f-1),  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  lOOe.l  Scope. 

•  *  •  *  • 

(f-1)  Section  553  of  the  Education 
Professions  Development  Act  (20  U.S.C. 
1119C-2) ;  *  *  • 

A  •  •  *  * 

3.  Section  100c.2  is  revised  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  term  “State  agency"  for 
the  term  “State  educational  agency" 
(except  in  S  100c.2(a)),  and  by  substi¬ 
tuting  the  term  “recipient”  for  the  term 
“local  educational  agency"  (except  in 
§  100c. 2(f) ) .  As  revised,  §  100c.2  reads  as 
follows : 

§  100c. 2  Indirect  costs. 

(a)  Local  educational  agencies — Ap¬ 
proval  of  rates  by  State  educational 
agency.  Each  State  educational  agency, 
on  the  basis  of  a  plan  approved  by  the 
Commissioner,  shall  approve  indirect 
cost  rates  for  those  local  educational 
agencies  which  request  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  such  rates. 

(b)  Other  recipients.  Recipients  other 
than  local  educational  agencies  may  in¬ 
cur  indirect  costs  under  any  Federal 
program  listed  in  §  100c. 1,  on  the  basis  of 
an  indirect  cost  rate  approved  by  the 
Commissioner  under  applicable  princi¬ 
ples  and  procedures  contained  in  subpart 
G  of  Part  100b  of  this  subchapter,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

(c)  Formula  for  determining  rates. 
Each  indirect  cost  rate  approved  for  a 
recipient  is  to  be  determined  annually, 
and  shall  be  the  percentage  that  the 
amount  of  the  recipient’s  total  expendi¬ 
ture  for  administrative  and  fixed 
charges,  as  defined  in  paragraphs  (d) 
and  (e)  of  this  section,  is  to  the  total  of 
all  other  expenditures  (excluding  capi¬ 
tal  outlay,  debt  service,  fines,  penalties, 
contingencies,  and  election  expenses) 
incurred  by  that  recipient  for  its  non- 
Federal  activities  in  the  most  recent 
year  for  which  that  data  are  available 

(d)  Administrative  charges.  (1)  For  the 
purposes  of  this  section,  the  term  “ad¬ 
ministrative"  refers  to  those  activities 
which  have  as  their  purpose  the  direction 
and  control  of  the  recipient’s  affairs 
which  are  institution-wide  and  not  con¬ 
fined  to  one  activity,  school,  subject, 
phase  of  school  operations,  or  other  sin¬ 
gle  responsibility  (unless  the  activity  is 
a  service  function,  such  as  accounting, 
payroll,  or  personnel,  normally  provided 
at  the  recipient’s  level  but  is  physically 
located  elsewhere  for  convenience  or  bet¬ 
ter  management,  in  which  case  it  shall 
be  so  Included) .  (2)  Expenditures  for  the 
board  of  education  or  other  governing 
body  of  the  recipient,  for  the  compensa¬ 
tion  of  the  chief  administrative  officer 
of  the  recipient  and  of  each  of  the  schools 
or  other  components  of  the  recipient, 
and  for  the  operation  of  their  immediate 
offices,  are  not  to  be  included  as  admin¬ 
istrative  charges  for  the  purposes  of  par¬ 
agraph  (c)  of  this  section  and  are  not  to 
be  charged  to  the  Federal  program  in¬ 


volved  on  an  indirect  or  direct  cost  basis. 

(e)  Fixed  charges.  For  the  purposes  of 
this  section,  the  term  “fixed  charges” 
shall  be  limited  to  contributions  by  the 
recipient  to  retirement  (including  State, 
county,  or  local  retirement  funds,  social 
security,  and  pension  payments)  and  to 
property,  employee,  and  liability  insur¬ 
ance.  Only  the  fixed  charges  applicable 
to  the  administrative  charges  specified 
in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section  may  be 
included.  Other  items  of  expenditure 
commonly  referred  to  as  fixed  charges 
are  not  to  be  included  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  indirect  cost  rates. 

(f)  Duplication  of  costs  prohibited. 
Recipients  which  use  indirect  cost  rates 
shall  not  charge  administrative  and  fixed 
charges  (as  defined  in  paragraphs  (d) 
and  (e)  of  this  section)  to  the  Federal 
program  funds  on  a  direct  cost  basis. 

(g)  Maximum  indirect  costs.  The 
amount  of  Federal  program  funds  to  be 
paid  for  indirect  costs  shall  not  exceed 
the  product  of  the  direct  costs  incurred 
in  connection  with  that  Federal  program, 
multiplied  by  the  indirect  cost  rate.  Hie 
same  indirect  cost  rate  shall  be  appli¬ 
cable  for  the  determination  of  all  indi¬ 
rect  costs  to  be  paid  from  funds  appro¬ 
priated  under  that  Federal  program  for 
a  particular  fiscal  year. 

(20  U.S.C.  1231c(b);  Authority  cited  In  45 
CFR  100c. 1) 

4.  Section  100c.3  is  revised  by  substi¬ 
tuting  “lOOe.l (g)“  for  “100c.l(h)”,  and 
by  deleting  all  of  paragraph  (b).  As  re¬ 
vised.  |  I00c.3  reads  as  follows: 

1 100c. 3  Exceptions. 

(a)  Past  expenditures.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  any  other  provision  contained  in  this 
part,  no  cost  shall  be  allowable  under  the 
Federal  programs  listed  in  fii  100c.l(e) 
and  100c.  1(g)  either  on  a  direct  cost  or 
on  an  indirect  cost  basis,  if  such  cost  has 
been  met  in  the  recent  past  (as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Commissioner)  by  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  State,  local,  or  private 
funds. 

(b)  [Deleted] 

(20  U.S.C.  1413(a)  (4) ;  42  US.C.  2812(d)(1)) 


PART  174— EDUCATION  PROFESSIONS 
DEVELOPMENT 

5.  In  Part  174,  Subpart  A-l  is  revised. 
Subpart  D  Is  redesignated  as  Subpart 
D-l  and  revised,  new  Subparts  D-2,  D-3, 
and  D-4  are  added.  Subpart  F  is  redes¬ 
ignated  as  Subpart  F-1  and  revised,  and 
new  Subparts  F-2  and  F-3  are  added,  to 
read  as  follows: 

Subpart  A— 1 — General 

Sec. 

174.1  Scope  and  purpose. 

1742  General  definitions. 

174.3  Limitations  on  payments. 

174.4  Tuition  charges. 

174.5  Other  applicable  regulations. 
Authority:  Education  Professions  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  (Title  V  of  the  Higher  Education 
Act  of  1965,  Pub.  L.  89-329  as  amended. 
Parts  D  and  F  (20  U.ac.  1091-1092,  1119- 
1119C-3) ) . 

Subpart  A-l — General 
§  174.1  Scope  and  purpose. 

(a)  Scope.  (1)  Part  174  sets  forth  reg¬ 
ulations  implementing  the  Education 
Professions  Development  Act. 
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(2)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  In 
this  part,  the  provisions  contained  In  this 
subpart  apply  to  all  programs  authorized 
under  the  Education  Professions  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  (Title  V  of  the  Higher  Edu¬ 
cation  Act  of  1965,  Pub.  L.  8S-329,  as 
amended) ,  except  the  Teacher  Corps  pro¬ 
gram  under  Part  B-l  of  the  Act. 

(20U.S.C.  1091  et  seq.) 


the  Higher  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended. 

(20UJS.C.  1141 (k)) 

“Institution  of  higher  education”  is 
defined  as  set  forth  In  section  1201(a) 
of  the  Higher  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended. 

(20  U.S.C.  1141(a)) 


to  the  educational  process.  The  term 
“teacher”  Includes  educational  person¬ 
nel  such  as  librarians,  counselors,  school 
social  workers,  child  psychologists,  edu¬ 
cational  media  specialists,  and  school 
nurses,  as  well  as  classroom  teachers. 

(20  U.S.C.  1091  et  seq.) 

§  174.3  Limitations  on  payments. 

(a)  No  payment  may  be  made  under 
this  part  for  religious  worship  or  instruc¬ 
tion  or  training  for  a  religious  vocation 
or  to  teach  theological  subjects. 

(20  U.S.C.  1092) 

(b)  A  dependency  allowance  may  not 
be  claimed  for  an  individual  who  is  con¬ 
currently  receiving  assistance  under 
Pub.  L.  82-550,  as  amended  (Veterans’ 
Readjustment  Assistance  Act  of  1952>. 
(20  U.S.C.  1091  et  seq.) 

§  174.4  Tuition  charges. 

Participants  in  programs  supported 
under  this  part  shall  not  be  charged  tui¬ 
tion:  Provided,  That  if  the  payment  of 
tuition  by  all  students  at  an  institution 
if  required  as  a  matter  of  State  law,  tui¬ 
tion  may  be  paid  for  the  participants  at 
the  same  rate  as  charged  for  all  students 
and  the  amount  thereof  shall  be  included 
as  a  cost  under  the  award  to  the  institu¬ 
tion  in  lieu  of  an  equal  amount  of  other¬ 
wise  allowable  costs. 

(20  U.S.C.  1091  et  seq.) 

§  171.3  Other  applicable  regulations. 

Assistance  provided  under  this  part 
(except  under  Subpart  F-2  Leadership 
Development  Awards)  is  subject  to 
applicable  provisions  contained  in  Sub¬ 
chapter  A  of  this  chapter  (relating  to 
fiscal,  administrative,  property  manage¬ 
ment,  and  other  matters) . 

(20  U.S.C.  1091  et  seq.) 

•  •  •  *  » 

Subpart  D-l — Improving  Training  Opportunities 
for  Personnel  Serving  in  Programs  of  Educa¬ 
tion  Other  Than  Higher  Education — General 

Sec. 

174.80  Scope  and  purpose. 

174.81  Eligible  applicants. 

174.82  Set  asides. 

174.83  Eligible  participants. 

174.84  Examples  of  authorized  programs  and 

projects. 

174.85  Allowable  costs. 

174.86  Stipends. 

174.87  General  criteria  for  approval  of  train¬ 

ing  programs. 

174.88  Distribution  of  training  programs. 

Authority:  Education  Professions  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  (Title  V  of  the  Higher  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1966,  Pub.  L.  89-329  as  amended. 
Part  D  (20  U.S.C.  1091-1092,  1119-1119a-l) ). 

Subpart  D-l — Improving  Training  Oppor¬ 
tunities  for  Personnel  Serving  in  fro- 
grams  of  Education  Other  Than  Higher 
Education— General 

§  174.80  Scope  and  purpose. 

(a)  Scope.  This  subpart  applies  to  an 
programs  authorized  under  Part  D  of  the 
Act. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119-1119a-l) 

(b)  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  the  pro¬ 
grams  authorized  under  Part  D  of  the 
Act  Is  to  improve  training  opportunities 


(b)  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  these 
programs  Is  to  improve  the  quality  of 
education  and  to  help  meet  critical  short¬ 
ages  of  adequately  trained  educational 
personnel  by : 

( 1 )  Developing  information  on  the  ac¬ 
tual  needs  for  educational  personnel, 
both  present  and  long-range; 

(2)  Providing  a  broad  range  of  high 
quality  training  and  retraining  op¬ 
portunities  responsive  to  changing  man¬ 
power  needs; 

(3)  Attracting  a  greater  number  of 
qualified  persons  into  the  education  pro¬ 
fessions  ; 

(4)  Attracting  persons  who  can  stim¬ 
ulate  creativity  in  the  arts  and  other 
skills  to  undertake  short-term  or  long¬ 
term  assignments  In  education;  and 

(5)  Helping  to  make  educational 
training  programs  more  responsive  to 
the  needs  of  schools  and  colleges. 

(20  U.S.C.  1091(a)) 

§  174.2  General  definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part: 

“Academic  year”  consists  of  not  less 
than  two  semesters  or  three  quarters,  be¬ 
ginning  in  the  fall  of  the  year,  within  a 
single  twelve  month  period.  This  period  Is 
usually  of  approximately  nine  months’ 
duration. 

“Act”  means  Title  V  of  the  Higher 
Education  Act  of  1965  as  amended. 

(20  U.S.C.  1091  et  seq.) 

“Career  education’’  means  education 
which  emphasizes  the  relationships  be¬ 
tween  education  and  work — paid  or  un¬ 
paid — which  extend  from  pre-school  age 
through  the  retirement  years.  The  term 
Includes  education  relating  to  career 
awareness,  career  explorations,  career 
decision -making,  and  the  Implementa¬ 
tion  of  career  decisions. 

(20  U.S.C.  1091  et  seq.) 

“Combination  of  Institutions  of  higher 
education”  is  defined  as  set  forth  In  sec¬ 
tion  1201  (j )  of  the  Higher  Education  Act 
of  1965,  as  amended. 

(20  U.S.C.  1141(J)) 

“Community”  means  the  residents  in 
the  attendance  area  of  a  school,  includ¬ 
ing  the  parents  or  guardians  of  all  chil¬ 
dren  who  attend  the  school.  The  term 
also  refers  generally  to  the  society  In  that 
area,  including  its  organizations  and  in¬ 
stitutions. 

“Fellowship”  means  an  award  under 
this  part  to  a  participant  to  enable  him 
to  carry  out  a  full-time  program  of  grad¬ 
uate  study. 

“Fellow”  means  a  person  who  receives 
a  fellowship. 

(20  UJ3.C.  1091  et  seq  ) 

"Gifted  and  talented  children”  is  de¬ 
fined  as  set  forth  In  section  1201  (k)  of 


“Institutional  allowance”  means  a  sum 
of  money  provided  to  an  institution  in 
conjunction  with  a  pre-doctoral  fellow¬ 
ship  awarded  to  an  individual  to  study 
at  the  institution.  It  Is  provided  In  lieu 
of  tuition  and  other  fees  which  the  stu¬ 
dent  would  otherwise  be  charged. 

(20  UJ5.C.  1091  et  seq.) 

“Local  educational  agency”  is  defined 
as  set  forth  in  section  1201(g)  of  the 
Higher  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended. 

(20  U.S.C.  1141(g)) 

“National  Advisory  Council  on  Educa¬ 
tion  Professions  Development”  is  the 
Presidentially  appointed  advisory  body 
established  by  the  Act  to  review  Feoeral 
programs  for  training  educational  per¬ 
sonnel,  to  evaluate  the  effectiveness  of 
the  programs  in  meeting  needs  for  addi¬ 
tional  educational  personnel  and  in 
achieving  improved  quality  in  training 
programs,  and  to  advise  the  Secretary 
and  the  Commissioner  on  related  policy 
matters. 

(20  U.S.C.  1091(a)) 

“Participant”  means  a  student  who 
participates  in  a  program  funded  under 
this  part. 

(20  U.S.C.  1091  et  seq.) 

“School  or  department  of  divinity”  Is 
defined  as  set  forth  In  section  1201(1)  of 
the  Higher  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended. 

(20  UAC.  1141(1)) 

“State”  includes,  in  addition  to  the 
several  States  of  the  Union:  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the  District 
of  Columbia,  Guam,  American  Samoa, 
and  the  Virgin  Islands. 

(20  U.aC.  1141(b)) 

“State  educational  agency"  is  defined 
as  set  forth  In  section  1201(h)  of  the 
Higher  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended. 

(20UA.C.  1141(h)) 

“Stipend”  means  the  allowance  paid  to 
a  participant  for  subsistence  and  other 
expenses  of  the  participant  and  his  or 
her  dependents,  in  such  amount  as  the 
Commissioner  may  determine  to  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  prevailing  practices  under 
comparable  Federally-supported  pro¬ 
grams. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(d))  and  1119C-1  (b)  (1) ) 

“Teacher  aide”  or  “paraprofessional" 
means  a  person  who  assists  a  teacher  in 
the  performance  of  his  or  her  profes¬ 
sional  teaching  or  administrative  duties 
or  in  some  other  activity  which  assists  a 
teacher  in  the  educational  process.  The 
term  does  not  include  persons  in  positions 
such  as  clerk  to  a  principal,  foodhandlers 
in  a  cafeteria,  or  other  jobs  not  related 
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for  personnel  serving  In  programs  of  ed¬ 
ucation  other  than  higher  education. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(a)) 

§  174.81  Eligible  applicants. 

Except  as  provided  In  Subpart  D-3 
(Indian  Education)  of  this  part,  the 
Commissioner  is  authorized  to  make 
grants  to,  or  contracts  with,  institutions 
of  higher  education  and  State  educa¬ 
tional  agencies  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  Part  D  of  the  Act.  The  Commissioner 
may  also  make  grants  to,  or  contracts 
with,  local  educational  agencies,  if  the 
Commissioner  has  consulted  with  the 
State  educational  agency  and  that 
agency  is  satisfied  that  the  program  or 
project  will  be  coordinated  with  pro¬ 
grams  carried  out  under  Part  B  of  the 
Act. 

(20  u.s.c.  1119(a)) 

§  174.82  Set  asides. 

(a)  Not  less  than  5  percent  of  the 
funds  made  available  for  the  purposes 
of  Part  D  of  the  Act  will  be  used  under 
Subpart  D-2  (Bilingual  Education)  of 
this  part. 

(20  U.S.C.  1091(b)(7)) 

(b)  Not  less  than  5  percent  of  the 
funds  made  available  for  the  purposes  of 
Part  D  of  the  Act  will  be  used  under  Sub¬ 
part  D-3  (Indian  Education)  of  this  part. 
(20  U.S.C.  1119a) 

§  174.83  Eligible  participants. 

Subject  to  the  limitation  in  S  174.3(a), 
programs  and  projects  under  this  part 
shall  be  designed  to  improve  the  qualifi¬ 
cations  of  persons  who  are  serving  or 
preparing  (a)  to  serve  in  educational 
programs  in  public  and  private  elemen¬ 
tary  and  secondary  schools  (including 
preschool  and  adult  and  vocational  edu¬ 
cation  programs)  or  postsecondary  vo¬ 
cational  schools,  or  (b)  to  supervise  or 
train  persons  so  serving. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(a)) 

§  174.84  Examples  of  authorized  pro¬ 
grams  and  projects. 

Programs  or  projects  authorized  under 
Part  D  of  the  Act  Include,  but  are  not 
limited  to: 

(a)  Programs  or  projects  to  train  or 
retrain  teachers,  or  supervisors  or  train¬ 
ers  of  teachers,  in  any  subject  generally 
taught  in  the  schools; 

(b)  Programs  or  projects  to  train  or 
retrain  other  educational  personnel  in 
such  fields  as  guidance  and  counseling 
(including  occupational  counseling) , 
school  social  work,  child  psychology, 
remedial  speech  and  reading,  career  ed¬ 
ucation,  child  development,  and  educa¬ 
tional  media  (including  educational  or 
instructional  television  or  radio) ; 

(c)  Programs  or  projects  to  train 
teacher  aides  and  other  nonprofessional 
educational  personnel; 

(d)  Programs  or  projects  to  provide 
training  and  preparation  for  persons 
participating  in  educational  programs 
for  children  of  preschool  age; 

(e)  Programs  or  projects  to  prepare 
teachers  and  other  educational  personnel 


to  meet  the  special  needs  of  the  socially, 
culturally,  and  economically  disadvan¬ 
taged; 

(f)  Programs  or  projects  to  prepare 
teachers  and  other  educational  personnel 
to  meet  the  special  needs  of  exceptionally 
gifted  students; 

(g)  Programs  or  projects  to  train  or 
retrain  persons  engaging  in  programs  of 
special  education  for  the  handicapped; 

(h)  Programs  or  projects  to  train  or 
retrain  persons  engaging  in  special  edu¬ 
cational  programs  for  children  of  limited 
English-speaking  ability; 

(i)  Programs  or  projects  to  provide  in- 
service  and  other  training  and  prepara¬ 
tion  for  school  administrators; 

(j)  Programs  or  projects  to  prepare 
artists,  craftsmen,  scientists,  artisans,  or 
persons  from  other  professions  or  voca¬ 
tions,  or  homemakers,  to  teach  or  other¬ 
wise  assist  in  programs  or  projects  of 
education  on  a  long-term,  short-term,  or 
part-time  basis; 

(k)  Programs  or  projects  (including 
cooperative  arrangements  or  consortia 
between  institutions  of  higher  education, 
junior  and  community  colleges,  or  be¬ 
tween  such  Institutions  and  State  or  local 
educational  agencies  and  nonprofit  edu¬ 
cation  associations)  for  the  improvement 
of  undergraduate  programs  for  preparing 
educational  personnel,  including  design, 
development,  and  evaluation  of  exemp¬ 
lary  undergraduate  training  programs, 
introduction  of  high  quality  and  more 
effective  curricula  and  curricular  ma¬ 
terials.  and  the  provision  of  increased 
opportunities  for  practical  teaching  ex¬ 
perience  for  prospective  teachers  in  ele¬ 
mentary  and  secondary  schools; 

(l)  Programs  and  projects  designed  to 
meet  the  need  for  the  training  of  teach¬ 
ers  for  participation  in  education  pro¬ 
grams  for  migratory  children  or  migra¬ 
tory  agricultural  workers,  including 
teacher  exchange  programs;  and 

(m)  Programs  or  projects  to  train  or 
retrain  educational  personnel  for  work 
in  career  education. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(b)) 

§  174.85  Allowable  costs. 

Funds  for  programs  or  projects  under 
Part  D  of  the  Act  may  be  used  only  to 
pay  the  cost  of: 

(a)  Short-term  or  regular  session  in¬ 
stitutes; 

(b)  Other  preservice  and  insjrvice 
training  programs  or  projects  designed  to 
improve  the  qualifications  of  persons  en¬ 
tering  and  reentering  the  field  of  ele¬ 
mentary  and  secondary  education  or 
postescondary  vocational  education,  ex¬ 
cept  that  funds  may  not  be  used  for 
seminars,  symposia,  workshops,  or  con¬ 
ferences  unless  they  are  part  of  a  con¬ 
tinuing  program  of  inservice  or  preserv¬ 
ice  training; 

(c)  Projects  or  programs  to  improve 
undergraduate  or  other  programs  for 
training  educational  personnel;  or 

(d)  Such  activities  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  i  174.84 
(1) ,  to  the  extent  that  such  activities  are 
not  inconsistent  with  the  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  Part  D  of  the  Act. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(c) 


§  174.86  Stipend*. 

Grants  or  contracts  under  Part  D  of 
the  Act  may  include  provisions  for  the 
payment  to  participants  of  such  stipends 
(including  allowances  for  subsistence  and 
other  expenses  for  such  participants  and 
their  dependents)  as  the  Commissioner 
may  determine  to  be  consistent  with  pre¬ 
vailing  practices  under  comparable 
Federally -supported  programs. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(d) 

§  174.87  General  criteria  for  approval  of 
training  programs. 

The  criteria  upon  which  all  applica¬ 
tions  for  assistance  under  Part  D  of  the 
Act  will  be  evaluated  will  include,  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  criteria  set  forth  in  §  100a.- 
26(b)  of  this  chapter,  the  following: 

(a)  The  extent  to  which  there  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  cooperative  planning  and  of  the 
maximum  use  and  coordination  of  re¬ 
sources  and  competencies  of  the  educa¬ 
tional  agencies  and  institutions  involved; 

(b)  The  extent  to  which  there  is  ex¬ 
pertise  or  has  been  previous  experience 
in  conducting  the  type  of  program  or 
project  for  which  application  is  made, 
and  the  extent  of  planning  for  operation 
of  the  proposed  program  or  project:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  this  criterion  will  not  pre¬ 
clude  awards  to  developing  or  evolving 
institutions  where  there  is  a  reasonable 
probability  that  such  institutions  will  be 
able  successfully  to  conduct  the  program 
or  project; 

(c)  The  extent  to  which  the  program 
or  project  incorporates  innovative  con¬ 
cepts  and  techniques  designed  to  meet 
current  problems  experienced  in  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  schools; 

(d)  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed 
program  or  project  could  meet  current 
or  prospective  national,  regional,  local, 
or  State  needs  for  educational  person¬ 
nel;  and 

(e)  The  extent  to  which  there  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  institutional  commitment  to 
support  the  proposed  program  or  project. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119) 

§  174.88  Distribution  of  training  pro¬ 
grams. 

In  making  grants  and  contracts  for 
programs  and  projects  under  Part  D  of 
the  Act,  the  Commissioner  will  seek  to 
achieve  an  equitable  geographical  dis¬ 
tribution  of  training  opportunities 
throughout  the  Nation,  taking  into  ac¬ 
count  the  number  of  children  in  each 
State  who  are  aged  three  to  seventeen. 
(20  US.C.  1119a-l) 

Subpart  D-2 — Bilingual  Education  Training 

Program 

Sec. 

174.100  Program  for  teachers  of  children 

with  limited  English-speaking 
ability. 

174.101  Definitions. 

174.102  AppUcatlons. 

174.103  Criteria  for  evaluation  of  applica¬ 

tions. 

Authority  :  Education  Professions  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  (Title  V  at  the  Higher  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965,  Pub.  L.  69-339  as  amended. 
Fart  D  (20  U.S.C.  1091-1092,  119-11 19a-l) ). 
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Subpart  D-2 — Bilingual  Education 
Training  Program 

§  174.100  Programs  for  teachers  of  chil¬ 
dren  with  limited  English-speaking 
ability. 

(a)  Purpose  of  program.  The  purpose 
of  the  bilingual  education  training  pro¬ 
gram  is  to  increase  the  number  of  quali¬ 
fied  educational  personnel  serving  or 
preparing  to  serve  in  bilingual  education 
programs  for  children  with  limited  Eng¬ 
lish-speaking  ability  and  to  increase  the 
number  of  educational  institutions  or 
agencies  capable  of  training  those 
personnel. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119) 

(b)  Type  of  programs.  Funds  will  be 
provided  for  the  support  of  inservice 
and/or  preservice  programs  or  projects 
to  train  or  retrain  persons  engaging  or 
preparing  to  engage  in  special  educa¬ 
tional  programs  for  children  of  limited 
English-speaking  ability. 

(20  UjS.C.  1119(b)(8)) 

§  174.101  Definition*. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  subpart: 

“Bilingual  education’’  means  the  use 
of  two  languages,  one  of  which  is  Eng¬ 
lish,  as  mediums  of  instruction. 

“Children  of  limited  English-speaking 
ability”  means: 

ta)  (1)  children  who  were  not  born  in 
the  United  States  or  whose  native  lan¬ 
guage  is  a  language  other  than  English; 

(2)  children  who  come  from  environ¬ 
ments  where  a  language  other  than  Eng¬ 
lish  is  dominant;  and 

(b)  by  reason  thereof,  have  difficulty 
speaking  and  understanding  instruction 
in  the  English  language. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119) 

§  174.102  Application*. 

(a)  Submission.  Parties  eligible  (under 
1 174.81)  who  wish  to  apply  under  this 
subpart,  shall  submit  an  application  to 
the  Commissioner  in  accordance  with 
§§  100a. 15  and  100a. 16  of  this  chapter. 

(b)  Contents.  An  application  for  as¬ 
sistance  to  carry  out  a  bilingual  educa¬ 
tion  training  program  or  project  shall, 
in  addition  to  meeting  the  requirements 
of  |§  100a. 15  and  100a. 16  of  this  chapter, 
describe  the  activities  to  be  undertaken 
in  the  proposed  program  or  project  and 
shall  include  information  adequate  to 
show  that  the  proposed  program  or 
project  will: 

(1)  Result  in  educational  personnel 
better  prepared  to  teach  children  of 
limited  English-speaking  ability  or  edu¬ 
cational  personnel  better  prepared  to 
train  teachers  of  those  children; 

(2)  Increase  the  capability  of  an  insti¬ 
tution  or  agency  to  train  educational 
personnel  in  bilingual  education;  and 

(3)  Serve  the  educational  personnel 
needs  of  a  particular  school  or  school 
district  serving  children  of  limited  Eng¬ 
lish-speaking  ability. 

(20U.S.C.  1119(b)(8)) 

§  174.103  Criteria  for  evaluation  of  ap¬ 
plications. 

In  addition  to  evaluation  on  the  basis 
of  criteria  set  forth  in  §  174.87,  the  Com- 
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missioner  will  evaluate  applications 
under  this  subpart  on  the  basis  of  the 
following: 

(a)  The  extent  to  which  the  program 
or  project  emphasizes  the  preparation  of 
educational  personnel  to  teach  effec¬ 
tively  in  both  the  English  language  and 
the  dominant  language  of  the  children 
in  the  school  or  school  district  whose 
educational  personnel  needs  will  be 
served  by  the  proposed  program  or  proj¬ 
ect; 

(b)  The  extent  to  which  the  training 
of  personnel  under  the  program  or  proj¬ 
ect  is  coordinated  with  projects  funded 
under  the  Bilingual  Education  Act  (Title 
VII  of  the  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act  of  1965,  as  amended',  bi¬ 
lingual  programs  funded  under  the 
Emergency  School  Aid  Act  of  1972,  as 
amended,  and  other  bilingual  projects; 

(c)  The  extent  to  which  the  applica¬ 
tion  includes  effective  procedures  for 
evaluating  the  impact  of  the  program 
or  project  in  terms  of  the  number  and 
effectiveness  of  teachers  serving  in  bi¬ 
lingual  education  programs;  and 

(d)  The  extent  to  which  the  teaching 
techniques  and  methods  proposed  for 
training  educational  personnel  show 
promise  of  providing  effective  bilingual 
education. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(b)(8)) 

Subpart  0-3 — Teachers  (or  Indian  Children 
Program 

174.110  Programs  for  teachers  of  children 

living  on  Indian  reservations. 

174.111  Definitions. 

174.112  Eligible  applicants. 

174.113  Applications. 

174.114  Criteria  for  evaluation  of  applica¬ 

tions. 

174.116  Program  requirements. 

Authority :  Education  Professions  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  (Title  V  of  the  Higher  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965,  Pub.  L.  89-329  as  amended, 
Part  D  (20  U.S.C.  1091-1092,  1 119-1 1 19a-l) ) . 

Subpart  D-3 — Teachers  for  Indian 
Children  Program 

§  174.110  Programs  for  teachers  of  chil¬ 
dren  living  on  Indian  reservations. 

(a)  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  under  this  subpart  is  to  provide 
preservice  and/or  inservlce  training  to 
persons  preparing  to  serve  or  serving  as 
teachers  of  children  living  on  reserva¬ 
tions  serviced  by  elementary  and  second¬ 
ary  schools  for  Indian  children  operated 
or  supported  by  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  including  public  and  private 
schools  operated  by  Indian  tribes  and  by 
nonprofit  institutions  and  organizations 
of  Indian  tribes. 

(b)  Preference.  In  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart,  preference 
shall  be  given  to  the  training  of  Indians. 
Emphasis  will  be  given  to  increasing  the 
number  of  Indian  teachers  who  are  of  the 
same  tribal  group  as  the  Indian  children 
they  will  teach. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119a) 

§  174.111  Definitions. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  subpart: 
“Indian”  means  any  individual  who: 
(a)  Is  a  member  of  a  tribe,  band,  or 
other  organized  group  of  Indians,  in¬ 
cluding  those  tribes,  bands,  or  groups  ter¬ 


minated  since  1940  and  those  recognized 
now  or  in  the  future  by  the  State  in 
which  they  reside,  or  who  is  a  descendent, 
in  the  first  or  second  degree,  of  any 
such  member: 

<b)  Is  considered  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  be  an  Indian  for  any  pur¬ 
pose;  or 

(c)  Is  an  Eskimo  or  Aleut  or  other 
Alaska  Native. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119a) 

§174.112  Eligible  applicant*. 

Funds  under  this  subpart  may  be  pro¬ 
vided  to  institutions  of  higher  education 
(including  community  and  junior  col¬ 
leges)  and  other  public  and  private  non¬ 
profit  agencies  and  organizations  (in¬ 
cluding  schools  owned  or  operated  by 
Indian  tribes,  and  Indian  educational 
organizations  and  institutions) . 

(20  U.S.C.  1119a) 

§  174.113  Applications. 

(a)  Submission.  Parties  eligible  under 
this  subpart  and  who  wish  to  apply,  shall 
submit  an  application  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  in  accordance  with  §5  100a. 15  and 
100a.  16  of  this  chapter. 

(b)  Consultation.  Each  application 
must  include  assurances  that  the  appli¬ 
cant  has  consulted  in  the  preparation  of 
the  application  with  (1)  schools  which 
employ  or  are  likely  to  employ  persons 
to  be  trained  under  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram,  and  (2)  with  the  Indian  communi¬ 
ties  whose  children  are  attending  those 
schools. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119a) 

§  174.114  Criteria  for  evaluation  of  ap¬ 
plications. 

<a)  Criteria.  In  addition  to  the  criteria 
set  forth  in  §  174.87,  the  Commissioner 
will  evaluate  applications  under  this  sub¬ 
part  on  the  basis  of  the  following : 

(1)  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed 
program  is  directed  toward  the  educa¬ 
tional  personnel  needs  of  schools  serving 
Indian  children  on  a  particular  reserva¬ 
tion; 

(2)  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed 
program  is  designed  to  meet  the  special 
educational  needs  of  those  children: 

(3)  The  number  and  percentage  of  In¬ 
dians  to  be  trained  in  the  program: 

(4)  The  extent  to  which  provision  is 
made  for  practicum  or  work  experience; 

(5)  The  extent  to  which  effective  pro¬ 
cedures  are  included  for  evaluating  the 
impact  of  the  program,  in  terms  of:  (i) 
The  number  and  effectiveness  of  teachers 
serving  in  target  schools,  and  (ii)  meet¬ 
ing  the  needs  of  the  students  attending 
those  schools;  and 

(6)  The  degree  to  which  the  proposed 
training  program  focuses  on  approaches, 
methods,  and  techniques  which  are  per¬ 
tinent  to  the  education  of  Indian  chil¬ 
dren. 

(b)  Priority.  Priority  in  funding  pro¬ 
grams  under  this  subpart  will  be  given, 
whenever  possible,  to  applications  sub¬ 
mitted  by  public  and  private  nonprofit 
schools  owned  or  operated  by  Indian 
tribes  or  Indian  educational  organiza¬ 
tions. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119a) 
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§  174.115  Program  requirements. 

Each  program  assisted  under  this  sub- 
part  shall  meet  the  following  require¬ 
ments  : 

(a)  Preference  must  be  given  to  the 
training  of  Indians; 

(b)  Arrangements  must  be  made,  where 
feasible,  for  the  trainees  under  this  pro¬ 
gram  to  work  during  the  period  of  their 
training  with  Indian  children  who  are 
members  of  the  same  tribal  group  as  the 
trainees; 

(c)  The  grantee  or  contractor  must 
establish  communication  with  the  schools 
which  are  employing  or  are  likely  to  em¬ 
ploy  persons  trained  under  this  program 
and  with  the  Indian  communities  whose 
children  are  attending  those  schools,  and 
consult  with  those  schools  and  the  local 
communities  in  carrying  out  the  proposed 
training  program;  and 

(d)  Training  must  include  the  lan¬ 
guage,  culture,  and  heritage  of  the  Indian 
children  who  are  being  taught  or  are 
likely  to  be  taught  by  persons  trained 
under  the  proposed  program. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119a) 

Subpart  D-4 — Urban/Rural  School  Development 
Program 

Sec. 

174.141  Purpose. 

174.142  Local  site  of  program. 

174.143  Preference. 

174.144  Applications. 

174.145  Eligible  participants  in  the  program. 

174.146  School/community  council. 

174.147  Criteria  for  evaluation  of  applica¬ 

tions. 

Authority :  Education  Professions  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  (Title  V  of  the  Higher  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965,  Pub.  L.  89-329  as  amended. 
Part  D  (20  US.C.  1091-1092,  1119-1119*-!) ) . 

Subpart  D-4 — Urban  /Rural  School 
Development  Program 

§  174.141  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  the  progam  under  this 
subpart  is  to  improve  the  quality  of  edu¬ 
cation  for  socially,  culturally,  and  eco¬ 
nomically  disadvantaged  children  by  pro¬ 
viding  specialized  training  and  retraining 
activities  for  teachers  and  other  educa¬ 
tional  personnel  to  meet  the  special  needs 
of  those  children. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(b)(5)) 

§  174.142  Local  site  of  program. 

(a)  Training  and  retraining  activities 
under  this  subpart  shall  be  provided  for 
educational  personnel  in  schools  (1)  in 
which  student  achievement  levels  in 
reading  and  mathematics  are  among  the 
lowest  in  the  local  educational  agency 
in  which  the  schools  are  located;  and 

(2)  which  are  located  in  both  urban  and 
rural  communities  with  median  income 
levels  which  are  among  the  lowest  in  the 
local  educational  agencies  in  which  such 
communities  are  located. 

(b)  A  program  assisted  under  this  part 
may  provide  training  in  one  or  more 
schools  which  meet  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(b)(6)) 

§  174.143  Preference. 

Because  of  the  local  nature  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  under  this  subpart,  preference  will 
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be  given  to  applications  from  local  edu¬ 
cational  agencies. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(b)(6)) 

§  174.144  Applications. 

(a)  Submission.  Parties  eligible  (under 
S  174.81)  who  wish  to  apply  under  this 
subpart,  shall  submit  an  application  to 
the  Commissioner  in  accordance  with 
S9  100a. IS  and  100a.l6  of  this  chapter. 

(b)  Contents.  An  application  shall,  in 
addition  to  meeting  the  requirements  of 
99  100a.l5  and  100a.l6  of  this  chapter, 
contain  the  following: 

(1)  A  demographic  description  of  the 
communities  and  schools  in  which  the 
proposed  program  would  be  carried  out; 
.  (2)  A  description  of  the  special  needs 
o>f  the  disadvantaged  children  in  the 
schools  to  be  served; 

(3)  A  description  of  the  training  and 
retraining  activities  to  be  carried  out  un¬ 
der  the  proposed  program,  for  teachers 
and  other  educational  personnel  in  those 
schools,  which  will  meet  the  needs  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion; 

(4)  A  plan  for  the  establishment  of  a 
school/community  council  under  9  174.- 
146,  which  includes  mechanisms  to  en¬ 
sure  that  the  council  will  consult  with 
the  applicant  on  program  related  mat¬ 
ters,  Including  program  development  and 
the  use  of  funds  for  program  activities; 

(5)  In  the  case  of  a  local  educational 
agency  applicant,  an  assurance  that  the 
applicant  will  continue  local  fiscal  sup¬ 
port  for  the  school  (s)  at  which  the  pro¬ 
gram  will  be  carried  out,  at  or  above  the 
level  of  fiscal  support  for  other  schools 
in  the  local  educational  agency; 

(6)  An  assurance  that  the  applicant 
will  make  available,  to  the  extent  of  its 
capacity  to  do  so,  such  technical  as¬ 
sistance  to  the  school/community  coun¬ 
cil  as  the  council  reasonably  requests; 
and 

(7)  In  the  case  of  a  State  educational 
agency  applicant,  an  assurance  that 
State  fiscal  support  to  the  local  educa¬ 
tional  agency  in  which  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  is  to  be  carried  out  will  continue 
on  the  same  basis  as  if  no  assistance  were 
provided  under  this  subpart. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(b)(5)) 

§  174.145  Eligible  participants  in  the 
program. 

Teachers  and  other  educational  per¬ 
sonnel,  including  non-professional  per¬ 
sonnel,  and  persons  from  other  profes¬ 
sions  or  vocations  who  are  teaching  or 
otherwise  assisting  in  educational  pro¬ 
grams  or  projects  at  the  participating 
school  or  schools  are  eligible  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  training  programs  under  this 
subpart. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(b)(5)) 

§  174.146  School/conimunity  council. 

(a)  Council  membership.  A  school/ 
community  council  (consisting  of  per¬ 
sons  such  as  teachers  and  other  pro¬ 
fessional  and  non-professional  educa¬ 
tional  personnel  from  the  participating 
school  or  schools,  parents  of  children 
served  by  those  schools,  students  attend¬ 
ing  those  schools,  and  other  members  of 
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the  community)  shall  be  established  by 
each  recipient  under  this  subpart. 

(b)  Council  responsibilities.  Each 
council  established  under  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  shall  be  responsible  for 
the  following: 

(1)  Consulting  with  the  recipient  and 
providing  advice  with  respect  to  program 
policy,  educational  needs  of  the  students, 
teachers,  and  other  educational  person¬ 
nel  In  participating  schools,  and  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  training  and  retraining 
programs  to  meet  those  needs; 

(2)  Electing  a  chairperson,  vice-chair¬ 
person,  secretary,  and  other  officers 
deemed  necessary  to  carry  out  the  func¬ 
tions  of  the  council; 

(3)  Recommending  to  the  local  edu¬ 
cational  agency  the  appointment  of  a 
school  development  team  manager  who 
will  (i)  assist  the  council  In  performing 
its  functions,  (11)  serve  as  liaison  among 
the  council,  the  participating  schools, 
and  the  local  educational  agency,  (ill) 
ensure  that  all  the  requirements  of  the 
program  are  being  met,  and  (lv)  perform 
other  related  duties  as  deemed  necessary 
by  the  council; 

(4)  Helping  to  establish  for  each 
participating  school  in  the  program,  a 
team  of  school  staff  members  to  assist  in 
the  development  and  implementation  of 
training  and  other  related  activities  at 
that  school;  and 

(5)  Providing  technical  and  other  as¬ 
sistance  in  developing  and  carrying  out 
the  program  in  the  local  school(s) . 

(20  U.S.C.  1119(b)  (5)) 

§  174.147  Criteria  for  evaluation  of  ap¬ 
plications. 

In  addition  to  the  criteria  set  forth  in 
9  174.87,  the  Commissioner  will  evaluate 
applications  under  this  subpart  on  the 
basis  of  the  following: 

(a)  The  need  for  financial  assistance; 
and 

(b)  The  extent  of  coordination  with 
other  similar  Federal,  State,  or  local  pro¬ 
grams. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119) 

•  •  ,  •  •  • 
Subpart  F-l — Training  and  Development  Pro¬ 
grams  for  Vocational  Educational  Personnel- 
General 

Sec. 

174.190  Scope  and  purpose. 

174.191  Special  definitions. 

174.192  Special  consideration. 

Authority:  Education  Professions  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  (Title  V  of  the  Higher  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965,  Pub.  L.  89-320  as  amended, 
Part  P  (20  US.C.  1091-1092,  U19c-1119c-3) ) . 

Subpart  F-I — Training  and  Development 
Programs  for  Vocational  Educational  Per¬ 
sonnel — General 

§  174.190  Scope  and  purpose. 

(a)  Scope.  This  subpart  applies  to  all 
programs  authorized  under  part  F  of  the 
Act. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119-1119C-3) 

(b)  Purpose.  The  purposes  of  the  pro¬ 
grams  under  Part  F  of  the  Act  are  to: 

(1)  Provide  opportunities  for  experi¬ 
enced  vocational  educators  (under  Sub¬ 
part  F-2  of  this  part)  to  spend  full¬ 
time  in  advanced  study  of  vocational 
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education  for  a  period  not  to  exceed 
three  years  in  length; 

(2)  Provide  opportunities  (under  Sub- 
part  F-3  of  this  part)  to  up-date  the 
occupational  compentencies  of  voca¬ 
tional  education  teachers  through  ex¬ 
changes  of  personnel  between  vocational 
education  programs  and  commercial, 
industrial,  or  other  public  or  private 
employment  related  to  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  vocational  education ;  and 

(3)  Provide  programs  (under  Subpart 
F-3  of  this  part)  of  inservice  teacher 
education  and  short-term  institutes  for 
vocational  education  personnel. 

(20  U.S.C.  :119j) 

§174.191  Spc  cial  definition. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  subpart  and 
Subparts  F-2  and  F-3  of  this  part: 

“State  board”  means  the  State  board 
designated  or  created  by  State  law  as 
the  sole  State  agency  responsible  for 
the  administration  of  vocational  educa¬ 
tion,  or  for  supervision  of  the  adminis¬ 
tration  thereof  by  local  educational 
agencies  in  the  State. 

(20U.S.C.  1119C-2) 

§  174.192  Special  consideration. 

In  approving  training  and  develop¬ 
ment  programs  for  vocational  education 
personnel  the  Commissioner  will  give 
special  consideration  to  programs  which 
are  designed  to  familiarize  teachers  with 
new  curricular  materials  in  vocational 
education. 

(20U.S.C.  1119c -3) 

Subpart  F-2 — Leadership  Development  Awards 
Sec. 

174.196  Leadership  development  awards. 

174.198  Eligibility  of  Individuals. 

174.199  Selection  of  award  recipients. 

174.200  Assignment  to  approve  Institution. 

174.201  Stipends  to  individuals. 

174.202  Conditions  for  continued  eUgl- 

bility. 

174.203  Payment  conditioned  on  appropria¬ 

tion. 

174.204  Institutional  allowance. 

174.205  Institutional  eligibility  and  ap¬ 

proval. 

Authority:  Education  Professions  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  (Title  V  of  the  Higher  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965,  Pub.  L.  89-329  as  amended. 
Part  P  (20  U.S.C.  1091-1092,  11 19c-l  1190-3) ). 

Subpart  F-2 — Leadership  Development 
Awards 

§  174.196  Leadership  development 
awards. 

(a)  Awards.  The  Commissioner  will 
make  leadership  development  awards  to 
qualified  vocational  education  person¬ 
nel  (including  administrators,  supervi¬ 
sors,  teacher  educators,  researchers,  and 
Instructors  in  vocational  education)  for 
advanced  study  in  an  approved  voca¬ 
tional  education  leadership  development 
program  of  an  institution  of  higher  edu¬ 
cation. 

(b)  Award  period.  Leadership  develop¬ 
ment  awards  will  usually  be  made  for 
one  twelve-month  period,  but  In  no  case 
will  an  award  be  made  for  a  period  ex¬ 
ceeding  thirty-six  months. 

(20  UJ3.C.  1119c,  1119C-1  (a) ) 


§  174.197  Allocation  of  awards. 

In  order  to  meet  the  needs  for  quali¬ 
fied  vocational  educational  personnel  in 
vocational  education  programs  in  all  the 
States,  the  Commissioner  will  appor¬ 
tion  leadership  development  awards 
equitably  among  the  States,  taking  into 
account  such  factors  as  (a)  the  State’s 
vocational  educational  enrollments,  (b) 
the  total  population  of  the  State  aged 
fifteen  through  sixty-five,  and  (c)  the 
incidence  of  youth  unemployment  and 
school  dropouts  in  each  State. 

(20UJS.C.  119c-l  (d) ) 

§  174.198  Eligibility  of  individuals. 

(a)  A  person  is  eligible  to  receive  a 
leadership  development  award  If  such 
person : 

(1)  Has  had  not  less  than  two  years  of 
experience  in  vocational  education  or  in 
industrial  training,  or  military  technical 
training;  or,  in  the  case  of  researchers, 
experience  in  social  science  research 
which  is  applicable  to  vocational  educa¬ 
tion;  or 

(2)  Is  currently  employed  or  is  reason¬ 
ably  assured  of  employment  in  voca¬ 
tional  education  and  has  successfully 
completed,  as  a  minimum,  a  baccalaure¬ 
ate  degree  program;  or 

(3)  Is  recommended  by  his  or  her  em¬ 
ployer,  or  others,  as  having  leadership 
potential  in  the  field  of  vocational  edu¬ 
cation  and  is  eligible  for  admission  as  a 
graduate  student  to  a  program  of  higher 
education  approved  by  the  Commissioner 
under  {  174.205. 

<b)  In  order  to  receive  a  leadership  de¬ 
velopment  award  the  person  selected 
shall  enroll  in  a  vocational  educational 
leadership  development  program  ap¬ 
proved  under  §  174.205. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119C-1  (a) ) 

§  174.199  Selection  of  award  recipient!). 

(a)  Submission  of  application.  Appli¬ 
cations  for  leadership  development 
awards  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  through  the  State  Board  (as 
defined  In  §  174.191)  for  the  State  In 
which  the  applicant  is  employed  or  is 
assured  of  employment.  The  State  Board 
will  evaluate  the  applications  and  make 
recommendations  to  the  Commissioner 
as  to  which  applicants  it  believes  should 
receive  awards. 

(b)  Selection  criteria  for  award  re¬ 
cipients.  The  following  factors  will  be 
considered  by  the  appropriate  State 
Board  in  recommending,  and  by  the 
Commissioner  in  selecting,  leadership 
development  award  recipients; 

(1)  Whether  the  applicant  has  at¬ 
tained  a  high  level  of  academic  achieve¬ 
ment  (a  grade  point  average  of  3.0  out 
of  4.0  points  or  the  equivalent  in  the 
applicant’s  major  field  of  study  is  a 
prerequisite  for  receiving  an  award) ; 

(2)  The  quality  of  work  performed  by 
the  applicant  If  the  applicant  has  been 
or  is  employed; 

(3)  Whether  the  applicant  in  his  un¬ 
dergraduate  or  graduate  studies  majored 
In  a  recognized  field  of  vocational  edu¬ 
cation  or  In  a  supporting  service  or 
discipline; 


(4)  Evidence  of  the  applicant's  com¬ 
mitment  to  the  improvement  of  voca¬ 
tional  education; 

(5)  Evidence  of  the  applicant’s  lead¬ 
ership  potential; 

(6)  The  area  or  level  of  vocational 
education  in  which  the  applicant  is  in¬ 
terested  in  working; 

(7)  The  leadership  needs  of  the  State 
where  the  applicant  is  employed  or  is 
reasonably  assured  of  employment.  In 
the  field  of  vocational  education;  and 

(8)  The  extent  to  which  the  persons 
receiving  awards  will  bo  reasonably  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  othnic  composition  of 
the  population  of  the  State,  including 
disadvantaged  minorities. 

(c)  Status  of  applicants.  In  evaluat¬ 
ing  new  applications  for  awards  under 
this  program,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  past  and  present  recipients  of  awards, 
as  well  as  to  persons  who  have  not  in 
the  past  received  awards  under  the 
program. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119C-1) 

§  174.200  Assignment  to  approved  iit-t i- 
tulion. 

An  applicant  for  an  award  shall  Iden¬ 
tify  a  first,  second,  and  third  choice  of 
institutions  (approved  under  S  172.205) 
he  desires  to  attend.  The  assignment  of 
an  award  recipient  to  an  approved  insti¬ 
tution  will  be  made  by  the  Commissioner. 
(20  U.S.C.  11190-1) 

§  174.201  Stipends  to  individuals. 

(a)  Academic  year.  Each  person 
awarded  a  leadership  development  award 
shall  receive  a  stipend  of  (1)  $4,000  for 
each  academic  year  of  full-time  study  at 
the  Institution  of  higher  education  to 
which  an  award  recipient  is  assigned  for 
the  award  periou,  and  (2)  $600  for  each 
such  year  for  each  dependent. 

(b)  Summer  session.  An  additional 
stipend  may  be  awarded  of  (1)  $800  for 
full-time  summer  study  at  the  same  in¬ 
stitution  of  higher  education,  and  (2) 
$150  for  this  period  for  each  dependent. 
(20  U.S.C.  1119c-l(b)  (1) ) 

§  174.202  Conditions  for  continued  eli¬ 
gibility. 

(a)  Satisfactory  participation.  A  re¬ 
cipient  of  an  award  may  continue  to  re¬ 
ceive  payments  under  §  174.201  only 
during  such  periods  as  the  Commissioner 
finds  that  the  recipient: 

(1)  Is  maintaining  satisfactory  pro¬ 
ficiency  in  study  or  research  in  the  field 
of  vocational  education  in  an  Institu¬ 
tion  of  higher  education; 

(2)  Is  devoting  essentially  full  time 
to  such  study  or  research ;  and 

(3)  Is  not  engaging  in  gainful  em¬ 
ployment,  other  than  part-time  employ¬ 
ment  by  that  institution  in  teaching,  re¬ 
search,  or  similar  activities,  approved  by 
the  Commissioner. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119c-l(e) ) 

(b)  Employment  limitation.  The  limi¬ 
tation  with  respect  to  employment  set 
forth  In  paragraph  (a)(3)  of  this  section 
does  not  apply  to  the  period  of  time  be¬ 
tween  an  academic  year  and  a  summer 
session  or  between  academic  years  (if  a 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  73— WEDNESDAY,  APRIL  14,  1976 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


15697 


stipend  Is  not  received  under  i  174.201 

(b)  for  full-time  summer  study) . 

(20  UJ3.0.  11X90-1  (e)) 

§  174.203  Payment  conditioned  on  ap¬ 
propriation. 

Leadership  development  award  pay¬ 
ments  under  i  174.201  after  the  first 
year  of  the  award  period  (in  case  of 
awards  made  for  a  period  exceeding 
twelve  months)  are  subject  to  the  con¬ 
tinued  availability  of  Federal  funds 
under  Part  F  of  the  Act. 

(20  U.S.C.  119C-1) 

§  174.204  Institutional  allowance. 

(a)  The  Commissioner  will  (in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  stipend  paid  to  an  award  re¬ 
cipient  under  i  174.201)  pay  an  institu¬ 
tional  allowance  to  the  institution  of 
higher  education  at  which  the  recipient 
is  pursuing  his  course  of  study,  in  the 
amount  of  $2,800  per  participant,  per 
academic  year,  with  an  additional  $700 
per  participant  for  full-time  study  dur¬ 
ing  the  summer  session. 

(b)  The  institutional  allowance  is 
made  in  lieu  of  tuition  and  all  non-re- 
fundable  fees  and  deposits  that  would 
otherwise  be  required  of  the  student. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119C-1) 

§  174.205  Institutional  eligibility  and 
approval. 

The  Commissioner  will  approve  the 
vocational  education  leadership  develop¬ 
ment  program  of  an  institution  of  higher 
education  only  upon  finding  that: 

(a)  The  institution  offers  a  compre¬ 
hensive  program  in  vocational  education 
with  adequate  supporting  services  and 
disciplines  such  as  education  adminis¬ 
tration,  guidance  and  counseling,  re¬ 
search,  and  curriculum  development,  in¬ 
cluding: 

(1) A  focus  on  career  education; 

(2)  Training  in  those  leadership  skills 
necessary  to  increase  the  participation  of 
disadvantaged  and  underrepresented 
persons  such  as  the  handicapped,  minori¬ 
ties,  and  women,  in  vocational  education 
programs  at  all  levels; 

(3)  Administrative  and  programmatic 
flexibility  for  individualizing  the  pro¬ 
gram,  while  maintaining  high  standards 
of  academic  and  Instructional  quality; 

(4)  Resources  and  supporting  services 
for  at  least  five  of  the  generally  recog¬ 
nized  fields  of  vocational  education,  such 
as  vocational  agriculture,  trade  and  in¬ 
dustry,  health  occupations,  vocational 
home  economics,  and  technical,  indus¬ 
trial,  distributive,  and  office  occupations, 
which  are  integrated  into  an  articulated 
comprehensive  approach  to  vocational 
education; 

(5)  Practicum  and  internship  compo¬ 
nents; 

(6)  A  focus  on  systematically  familiar¬ 
izing  the  individual  with  new  curriculum 
materials  in  vocational  education;  and 

(7)  The  incorporation  of  State,  re¬ 
gional  and  national  vocational  education 
leadership  needs; 

(b)  The  program  under  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  is  designed  to  further  sub¬ 
stantially  the  objective  of  improving 
vocational  education  through  providing 


opportunities  for  graduate  training  for 
vocational  education  teachers,  super¬ 
visors.  and  administrators,  and  of  uni¬ 
versity  level  vocational  education  teacher 
educators  and  researchers; 

(c)  The  program  is  conducted  by  a 
school  of  graduate  study  in  the  institu¬ 
tion  of  higher  education;  and 

(d)  The  program  is  approved  by  the 
State  Board  in  the  State  where  the  insti¬ 
tution  is  located. 

(20  U.8.0. 11190-1  (c)) 

Subpart  F-3 — State  System.  Programs 

Sec. 

174.215  General  purpose  of  training  grants. 

174.216  Cooperative  arrangements. 

174.217  Types  of  training  programs. 

174.218  Applications  for  grants. 

174.219  Criteria  for  evaluation  of  applica¬ 

tions. 

Authority:  Education  Professions  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  (Title  V  of  the  Higher  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965,  Pub.  L.  89-329,  as  amended. 
Part  P  (20  U.S.C.  1091-1092.  1119c-1119c-3) ). 

Subpart  F-3 — State  Systems  Programs 

§  174.215  General  purpose  of  training 
grants. 

The  Commissioner  may  award  grants 
to  State  boards  (as  defined  in  f  174.191) 
to  pay  the  cost  of  carrying  out  coopera¬ 
tive  arrangements  for  the  training  or 
retraining  of  experienced  vocational 
education  personnel  such  as  teachers, 
teacher  educators,  administrators,  su¬ 
pervisors,  coordinators,  and  other  per¬ 
sonnel,  in  order  to  strengthen  education 
programs  supported  under  Part  F  of  the 
Act  and  the  administration  of  schools 
offering  vocational  education. 

(20U.S.C.  1119c-2(a) ) 

§174.216  Cooperative  arrangements. 

(a)  Cooperative  arrangements  to  carry 
out  training  or  retraining  under  this  sub¬ 
part  may  be  between  schools  offering 
vocational  education  and  private  busi¬ 
ness  or  industry,  commercial  enterprises, 
or  with  other  educational  Institutions 
(including  those  for  the  handicapped  and 
the  delinquent) . 

(b)  Each  agency,  enterprise,  and  insti¬ 
tution  which  enters  into  a  cooperative 
arrangement  under  this  program,  shall 
attest  to  the  accuracy  of  a  statement  of 
its  responsibilities  and  undertakings  set 
forth  in  the  arrangement  by  signature  of 
an  authorized  official  on  the  grant  appli¬ 
cation  submitted  to  the  Commissioner  by 
the  State  board  under  8  174.218. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119c-2(a) ) 

§  174.217  Typos  of  training  programs. 

Grants  under  this  subpart  may  be  used 
for  projects  and  activities  such  as: 

(a)  Exchange  of  vocational  education 
teachers  and  other  staff  members  with 
skilled  technicians  or  supervisors  in  in¬ 
dustry  (including  mutual  arrangements 
for  preserving  employment  and  retire¬ 
ment  status,  and  other  employment  bene¬ 
fits  during  the  period  of  exchange) ,  and 
the  development  and  operation  of  co¬ 
operative  programs  involving  periods  of 
teaching  in  schools  providing  vocational 
education  and  of  experience  in  commer¬ 
cial.  industrial,  or  other  public  or  private 


employment  related  to  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  taught  in  those  schools; 

(b)  Inservice  training  programs  for 
vocational  education  teachers  and  other 
staff  members  to  improve  the  quality  of 
instruction,  supervision,  and  administra¬ 
tion  of  vocational  education  programs; 
and 

(c)  Short-term  or  regular-session  in¬ 
stitutes,  or  other  preservice  and  inservice 
training  programs  or  projects  designed 
to  improve  the  qualifications  of  persons 
entering  and  reentering  the  field  of  voca¬ 
tional  education,  except  that  funds  may 
not  be  used  for  seminars,  symposia,  work¬ 
shops,  or  conferences,  unless  these  are 
part  of  a  continuing  program  of  inservice 
or  preservice  training. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119c-2(b) ) 

§  174.218  Applications  for  grants. 

(a)  Submission.  Applications  from 
State  Boards  for  grants  under  this  sub¬ 
part  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  in  accordance  with  88  100a.  15  and 
100a. 16  of  this  chapter. 

(b)  Contents.  The  Commissioner  will 
not  approve  an  application  unless  it: 

(1)  Sets  forth  a  program  for  carrying 
out  one  or  more  projects  or  activities 
which  meet  the  requirements  of  8  174.217, 
and  provides  for  such  methods  of  ad¬ 
ministration  as  are  necessary  for  the 
proper  and  efficient  operation  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  (the  application  shall  identify  the 
Individuals  who  are  responsible  for  co¬ 
ordinating  Statewide  vocational  educa¬ 
tion  personnel  development) ; 

(2)  Sets  forth  policies  and  procedures 
which  assure  that  Federal  funds  made 
available  under  this  subpart  for  any  fiscal 
year  will  be  so  used  as  to  supplement, 
and  to  the  extent  practicable  increase, 
the  level  of  funds  that  would,  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  the  Federal  funds,  be  made 
available  for  purposes  which  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  in  8  174.217,  and  in  no  case 
supplant  those  funds; 

(3)  Provides  for  such  fiscal  control 
and  fund  accounting  procedures  as  may 
be  necessary  to  assure  proper  disburse¬ 
ment  of  and  accounting  for  Federal  funds 
paid  to  the  applicant  under  this  subpart; 
and 

(4)  Provides  for  making  such  reports, 
in  such  form  and  containing  such  infor¬ 
mation,  as  the  Commissioner  may  require 
to  carry  out  his  functions  under  this  sub¬ 
part,  and  for  keeping  such  records  and 
for  affording  such  access  thereto  as  the 
Commissioner  may  find  necessary  to  as¬ 
sure  the  correctness  and  verification  of 
those  reports. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119c-2(c) ) 

§174.219  Criteria  for  eialuution  of  ap¬ 
plications. 

In  addition  to  the  criteria  set  forth 
in  §  100a.26(b)  of  this  chapter,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  will  evaluate  applications  for 
grants  under  this  subpart  on  the  basis 
of  the  following : 

( a  >  The  extent  to  which  under  the  co¬ 
operative  aramgement  the  State  board 
identifies  the  present  and  future  needs  of 
the  State  for  particular  areas  of  voca¬ 
tional  education  and  channels  its  person¬ 
nel  development  program  toward  meet¬ 
ing  the  needs  in  those  areas; 
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(b)  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed 
training  to  be  provided  under  the  co¬ 
operative  arrangement  will  familiarize 
education  personnel  with  new  curricular 
materials  in  vocational  education; 

(c)  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed 
training  to  be  provided  under  the  coop¬ 
erative  arrangement  involves  an  area  of 
vocational  education  in  which  there  is  a 
critical  shortage  of  highly  qualified  per¬ 
sonnel  but  for  which  no  State  or  local 
funds  are  available  to  train  those  per¬ 
sonnel; 

(d)  The  extent  to  which  the  personnel 
to  be  trained  under  a  cooperative  ar¬ 
rangement  Include  persons  previously 
under-represented  in  vocational  educa¬ 
tion  such  as  women,  handicapped  per¬ 
sons,  and  ethnic  and  racial  minorities; 

<e)  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed 
training  of  administrative  personnel  un¬ 
der  cooperative  arrangements  will  result 
In  better  coordination  between  the  ad¬ 
ministrators  of  vocational  education  pro¬ 
grams  at  the  State  and  local  levels; 

(f )  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed 
training  to  be  provided  under  the  coop¬ 
erative  arrangement  will  Include  train¬ 
ing  in  the  field  of  career  education; 

(g)  In  the  case  of  a  cooperative  ar¬ 
rangement  which  addresses  a  national 
or  regional  need,  the  extent  to  which  the 
application  analyzes  that  need  In  the 
various  States  Involved;  and 

(h)  In  the  case  of  a  cooperative  ar¬ 
rangement  Involving  an  institution  of 
higher  education,  the  extent  to  which 
such  arrangement  will  develop  the  capa¬ 
bility  of  that  Institution  to  produce  high¬ 
ly  qualified  vocational  education  person¬ 
nel. 

(20  U.S.C.  1119C-2) 

|FR  Doc.76-10719  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[S.O.  No.  1240] 

PART  1033 — CAR  SERVICE 

Chicago  and  North  Western  Transportation 
Company  Authorized  To  Operate  Over 
Tracks  of  the  Kansas  City  Southern  Rail¬ 
way  Company 

April  9, 1976. 

At  a  Session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
7th  day  of  April,  1976. 

It  appearing,  That  the  yard  of  the 
Chicago  and  North  Western  Transporta¬ 
tion  Company  (CNW)  at  Kansas  City, 
Missouri,  is  inadequate  forthe  efficient 
movement  of  existing  traffic  passing 
through  that  facility;  that  the  immedi¬ 
ately  adjacent  Hennig  Street  yard  of  The 
Kansas  City  Southern  Railway  Company 
(KCS)  is  no  longer  required  by  that 
company  for  its  operations;  that  the  KCS 
has  consented  to  use  of  its  Hennig  Street 
yard  by  the  CNW;  that  use  of  the  Hennig 
Street  yard  by  the  CNW  will  greatly 
relieve  congestion  in  the  Kansas  City 


terminals  of  that  line  and  expedite  the 
movement  of  cars  and  trains  by  the  CNW 
through  Kansas  City;  that  operation  by 
the  CNW  of  this  yard  of  the  KCS  is  nec¬ 
essary  in  the  Interest  of  the  public  and 
the  commerce  of  the  people,  pending  dis¬ 
position  by  the  Commission  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  by  the  CNW  seeking  permanent 
authority;  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  herein  are  impracticable  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest;  and  that 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  order 
effective  upon  less  than  thirty  days' 
notice. 

It  is  ordered,  That: 

g  1033.1240  Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  authorized 
to  operate  over  tracks  of  the  Kansas 
City  Southern  Railway  Company. 

(a)  The  Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  (CNW)  be,  and 
it  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  operate  over 
tracks  of  The  Kansas  City  Southern 
Railway  Company  (KCS)  known  as  the 
Hennig  Street  yard,  located  in  Kansas 
City,  Missouri,  pending  disposition  of  the 
application  of  the  CNW  seeking  perma¬ 
nent  authority  for  operation  over  these 
tracks; 

(b)  Application.  The  provisions  of  this 
order  shall  apply  to  intrastate,  inter¬ 
state,  and  foreign  traffic. 

(c)  Rates  applicable.  Inasmuch  as  this 
operation  by  the  CNW  over  tracks  of  the 
KCS  is  deemed  to  be  due  to  carrier’s  dis¬ 
ability,  the  rates  applicable  to  traffic 
moved  by  the  CNW  over  the  tracks  of  the 
KCS  shall  be  the  rates  which  were  appli¬ 
cable  on  the  shipments  at  the  time  of 
shipment  as  originally  routed. 

(d)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  April  11, 
1976. 

(e)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  pm.,  Oc¬ 
tober  31,  1976,  unless  otherwise  modified, 
changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

(Secs.  1.  12,  IS,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15,  and  17 
(2).  Interprets  or  appUee  Secs.  1(10-17),  16 
(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended,  64 
Stat.  911;  49  UA.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  and 
17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  copies  of 
this  order  shall  be  served  upon  the  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  American  Railroads,  Car  Serv¬ 
ice  Division,  as  agent  of  the  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American  Short 
Line  Railroad  Association;  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  filing  it  with 
the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Lewis  R.  Teeple,  Thomas 
J.  Byrne  and  William  J.  Love. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

]FR  Doc .76-10797  Filed  4-13-76; 8: 46  am] 


Title  47 — Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

(FCC  76-297] 

PART  1— PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 

Grant  Fees  Due  in  the  Case  of  Applications 
on  File  Prior  to  July  1, 1970 

By  the  Commission: 1 

1.  Due  to  varying  circumstances,  a 
number  of  applications  that  were  on  file 
with  the  Commission  prior  to  July  1, 
1970,  (the  date  of  the  adoption  of  the 
Report  and  Order*  which  promulgated 
the  first  fee  schedule  which  required  the 
payment  of  grant  fees)  were  not  granted 
prior  to  March  1, 1975,  (the  effective  date 
of  the  fee  schedule  that  is  now  in  force 
and  effect,  which  was  adopted  by  the 
Report  and  Order  *  of  January  15, 1975) , 
Much  of  the  delay  in  reaching  a  final 
decision  on  the  applications  is  due  to  the 
fact  that  many  of  the  applications  are 
in  hearing  status,  a  substantial  number 
of  which  are  being  adjudicated  on  a 
comparative  basis. 

2.  In  the  1970  Report  and  Order, 
supra,  we  stated  at  paragraph  11: 

"11.  The  impact  of  effective  date.  Under 
the  effective  date  of  August  1,  1970,  all 
applications  received  by  the  Commission 
on  or  after  August  1,  1970,  will  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  new  fee  schedule.  Grants 
made  on  or  after  August  1.  1970,  will 
not  be  subject  to  applicable  fees  if  the 
application  for  such  grant  was  filed  with 
the  Commission  prior  to  July  1, 1970. . . .” 

Therefore,  based  on  this  language,  any 
grants  made  from  July  1,  1970  to 
March  1,  1975,  involving  this  class  of 
application  on  file  prior  to  July  1,  1970, 
would  not  have  required  payment  of  a 
grant  fee. 

3.  However,  at  the  time  of  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  1975  Report  and  Order, 
supra,  we  stated  at  paragraph  59: 

The  new  schedule  of  fees  adopted  herein 
and  the  related  amendments  to  other 
sections  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  will 
be  effective  as  of  March  1,  1975.  Under 
the  effective  date  of  March  1,  1975,  all 
applications  received  by  the  Commission 
on  or  after  March  1, 1975,  ‘will  be  subject 
to  the  revised  schedule  of  fees  as  set  out 
in  Appendix  A.  Additionally  all  grants 
of  authority  made  on  or  after  March  1, 
will  be  subject  to  the  new  schedule  re¬ 
gardless  of  when  the  application  for 
such  grant  was  filed.  50  F.C.C.  2d  at 
924. 

This  language  would  appear  to  require 
payment  of  grant  fees  on  all  applications, 
irrespective  of  the  date  on  which  an 
application  has  been  filed. 

4.  The  last  sentence  of  each  of  the 
two  quoted  paragraphs  amount  to  a  con¬ 
tradiction,  and  this  requires  clarification. 
We  believe  that  the  more  equitable 
course  of  action  would  be  to  continue  to 
follow  the  1970  rule  with  respect  to  this 
class  of  applications  that  were  on  file 

1  Commissioners  Lee  and  Quello  absent. 

1  Fee  8chedule,  23  F.C.C.  2d  880  (1970). 

•Fees,  60  F.C.C.  2d  906  (1978). 
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before  July  1,  1970.  Prior  to  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  1970  fee  schedule,  grant  fees 
were  not  required  at  the  time  that  the 
application  received  favorable  considera¬ 
tion  by  the  Commission.  This  amounted 
to  a  change  In  concept  of  fee  assessment, 
and  the  Commission  specifically  excluded 
the  applications  from  the  Imposition  of 
grant  fees  If  they  were  on  file  prior  to 
the  1970  adoption  date.  The  effective  date 
for  the  change  In  the  amount  of  grant 
fee  under  the  1975  schedule  was  not  a 
change  In  concept  of  fee  collection,  Just 
a  change  In  the  amount  of  the  grant  fee. 
The  parties  whose  applications  were  filed 
prior  to  July  1,  1970,  were  not  put  on 
specific  notice  that  their  respective  ap¬ 
plications  would  be  subject  to  grant  fees 
under  the  current  schedule,  and  had  the 
applications  been  granted  during  the 
1970-1975  period,  grant  fees  would  not 
have  been  required.  Therefore,  we  will 
add  a  footnote  to  Section  1.1102(d)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  to  give  public 
pronouncement  of  the  clarification  of  the 
foregoing  ambiguity  and  continue  the  ex¬ 
emption  from  grant  fees  for  this  class  of 
applications. 

5.  Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That 
9  1.1102(d)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  Is 
amended  as  set  forth  below,  effective 
April  14,  1976. 

6.  The  amendment,  herein  adopted,  is 
a  clarification  of  an  existing  rule  of  prac¬ 
tice.  Therefore,  compliance  with  the 
notice  and  comment  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  §  553(b)  Is  unnecessary.  Also, 
based  on  current  policy,  adoption  of  the 
proposed  rule  would  grant  an  exemption, 
so  the  effective  date  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
§  553(d)  are  not  applicable. 

7.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  Is  set  forth  In  4(1)  (47  U.S.C. 
154(D)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended.  Title  V  of  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Offices  Appropriation  Act  of  1952 
(31  U.S.C.  483(a))  and  Budget  Bureau 
Circular  A-25  and  supplements  thereto. 

Adopted:  March  30, 1976. 

Released:  April  8,  1976. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066;  47  U.S  C. 

154) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Part  1  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

1.  After  9  1.1102(d),  NOTE  1  Is  added 
to  read  as  follows: 

S  1.1102  Payment  of  fees. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

Note  1 :  Applications  for  construction  per¬ 
mits  for  a  new  broadcast  station  or  a  major 
change  In  an  existing  station  that  were  on 
file  prior  to  July  1.  1970.  are  exempt  from 
the  payment  of  grant  fees  specified  In  Sec¬ 
tion  1.1111(a)(1)  of  this  chapter. 

•  •  •  •  • 

[PR  Doc.76-10760  Piled  4-18-76;  8: 45  am] 
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PART  43 — REPORTS  OF  COMMUNICATION 

COMMON  CARRIERS  AND  CERTAIN 

AFFILIATES 

[FCC  76-292;  Docket  No.  20680] 

TELEPHONE  COMPANIES 

Annual  Report  Form  M  and  Monthly 
Report  Form  901;  Proceeding  Terminated 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of  An¬ 
nual  Report  Form  M  and  Monthly  Re¬ 
port  Form  901  for  telephone  companies. 

By  the  Commission: 1 

1.  On  December  22, 1975,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  adopted  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  in  the  above  matter.  This  Notice 
which  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  January  7,  1976  (41  FR  1290)  set 
forth  a  proposal  to  amend  certain 
schedules  in  Annual  Report  Form  M  and 
revise  certain  data  reported  In  the 
Monthly  Report  Form  901  to  bring  the 
1976  annual  and  monthly  report  forms 
In  accord  with  changes  in  the  accounting 
rules  prescribed  in  Docket  20489.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  a  new  schedule  was  proposed  to  be 
added  to  Form  M  for  the  reporting  of  de¬ 
tailed  data  pertaining  to  property  held 
for  future  use. 

2.  The  only  comments  received  were 
from  the  American  Telephone  and  Tele¬ 
graph  Company  and  the  associated  Bell 
System  operating  companies  (Bell  Sys¬ 
tem  Companies).  No  comments  in  reply 
to  the  original  comments  were  received. 

3.  The  Bell  System  Companies  In  gen¬ 
eral  support  the  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Annual  Report  Form  M  and 
revisions  to  Monthly  Report  Form  901. 
However,  with  respect  to  proposed 
Schedule  12C,  Analysis  of  Entries  In 
Property  Held  for  Future  Telephone  Use 
(Account  100.3),  of  the  Annual  Report 
Form  M,  the  Bell  System  Companies 
urge  that  individual  reporting  of  items 
therein  be  limited  to  those  that  amount 
individually  to  $25,000  or  more  and  that 
a  carrier  be  permitted  to  report  those 
items  amounting  individually  to  less  than 
$25,000  on  an  aggregate  basis  by  subac¬ 
count.  The  Bell  System  Companies  state 
that  without  such  a  limit  on  the  items  to 
be  separately  reported,  the  schedule 
would  become  unduly  long  and  burden¬ 
some  to  compile  while  not  significantly 
adding  substance  to  any  analysis.  Fur¬ 
ther,  they  state  that  the  $25,000  limita¬ 
tion  would  correspond  to  and  be  in  accord 
with  the  AT&T  Task  Force’s  June  29, 
1973,  request  in  Docket  19129  to  the 
American  Telephone  and  Telegraph 
Company  (AT&T)  for  similar  informa¬ 
tion  relating  to  property  held  for 'future 
use  In  the  Bell  System. 

4.  A  measurement  for  reporting  Items 
In  proposed  Schedule  12C  should  be  set 
so  that  some  reporting  relief  may  be 
given  to  the  carriers  while  at  the  same 
time  providing  a  reasonable  representa¬ 
tion  of  the  items  included  In  the  account 
by  all  of  the  carriers  reporting  on  Form 
M.  A  more  reasonable  level  for  reporting 
of  Items  In  this  account  is  $10,000  or 
more  rather  than  $25,000  or  more  as  sug¬ 
gested  by  the  Bell  System  Companies. 


1  Commissioners  Lee  and  Quello  absent. 
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Further,  the  $10,000  level  Is  consistent 
with  the  level  used  in  various  other 
schedules  of  Form  M.  Accordingly,  we  are 
adopting  Schedule  12C  with  provision  in 
the  Instructions  for  reporting  separately 
each  item  amounting  Individually  to 
$10,000  or  more  with  the  aggregate  of  all 
other  items  shown  separately  for  each 
subaccount  listed. 

5.  Since  no  comments  were  filed  with 
respect  to  the  other  changes  proposed,  all 
other  affected  schedules  In  the  Annual 
Report  Form  M  are  being  adopted  as 
proposed  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making. 

6.  Further,  since  no  comments  were 
filed  pertaining  to  the  proposed  changes 
In  Monthly  Report  Form  901,  the  revi¬ 
sions  to  Form  901  are  also  being  amended 
as  proposed  and  are  set  forth  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix  in  a  computer  format. 

7.  IT  IS  ORDERED,  That,  under  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  sections  4(1)  and 
219  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended.  <47  U.S.C.  154(i),  and  219) 
Annual  Report  Form  M  and  Monthly  Re¬ 
port  Form  901  are  amended  as  set  forth 
below,  effective  May  19.  1976. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  is  hereby  terminated. 

(Secs.  4,  219.  48  Stat.,  as  amended.  1066,  1077; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  219.) 

Adopted:  March  30,  1976. 

Released:  April  8, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

I.  Annua]  Report  Form  M  for  Tele¬ 
phone  Companies  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Schedule  10,  Balance  Sheet,  Is 
amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  column  fa),  lines  81  and  82  are 
renumbered  82  and  83  and  lines  80  and 
81  are  amended  to  read  as  follows:  80 

176.1  Accumulated  deferred  Income 
taxes — accelerated  tax  depreciation.  81 

176.2  Accumulated  deferred  Income 
taxes — other. 

b.  In  the  column  for  indicating  sup¬ 
porting  schedules,  30C  is  inserted  on  line 
81. 

2.  Schedule  11,  Income  and  Retained 
Earnings  Statement,  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

a.  In  column  (a),  lines  9  through  45 
are  renumbered  lines  10  through  46  and 
lines  8  through  10  are  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  8  308.1  Operating  Federal  in¬ 
come  taxes  deferred — accelerated  tax 
depreciation.  9  308.2  Operating  Federal 
income  taxes  deferred — other.  10  309  In¬ 
come  credits  and  charges  resulting  from 
prior  deferrals  of  Federal  income  taxes. 

b.  In  the  column  for  indicating  sup¬ 
porting  schedules,  30C  is  inserted  on  line 
9  and  30B,  C  is  Inserted  on  line  10. 

3.  A  new  schedule  entitled  12C,  Anal¬ 
ysis  of  Entries  in  Property  Held  for  Fu¬ 
ture  Telephone  Use  (Account  100.3)  is 
Inserted.  The  following  is  a  description 
of  the  schedule. 

a.  The  instruction  reads  as  follows: 

Instruction  2  of  Schedule  12A  shall 
apply  for  reporting  amounts  in  column 
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(f) .  List  separately  each  item  amounting 
individually  to  $10,000  or  more  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  31.100:3(b)  of  the 
Rules.  Show  the  aggregate  of  all  other 
items  and  the  total  for  each  subaccount 
listed. 

b.  The  column  headings  read  as 
follows : 

» a »  Location  and  Description  of  Prop¬ 
erty. 

<b>  Date  Included  in  Accoimt  100.3. 

(c>  Book  Cost  of  Property  at  Begin-* 
ning  of  Year. 

<  d  i :  Additions  During  the  Year 
(e » :  Retirements  During  the  Year 
(f  * :  Transfers  and  Adjustments 
(Charges  and  (Credits) ) 

(g* :  Book  Cost  of  Property  at  End  of 
Year 

4.  Schedule  30B,  Accumulated  De¬ 
ferred  Income  Taxes — Accelerated  Tax 
Depreciation  (Account  176)  is  amended 
as  follow's: 

a.  The  title  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

30B.  Accumulated  Deferred  Income 
Taxes — Accelerated  Tax  Depreciation 
(Account  176.1) 

b.  Lines  2  and  3  are  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  2  308.1  Operating  Federal  in¬ 
come  taxes  deferred — accelerated  tax  de¬ 
preciation,  3  309  Income  credits  and 
charges  resulting  from  prior  deferrals  of 
Federal  income  taxes. 

5.  A  new'  schedule  entitled  30C.  Accum¬ 
ulated  Deferred  Income  Taxes — Other 
(Account  176.2)  is  inserted.  The  follow’- 
mg  is  a  description  of  the  schedule. 

a.  The  instructions  read  as  follows: 

1.  Report  the  data  called  for  in  this 
schedule  separately  for  each  item  in¬ 
cluded  in  account  176.2  during  the  year. 

2.  Show  date  of  Commission  authori¬ 
zation  alongside  of  each  item  listed. 

3.  Explain  in  a  note  each  adjustment 
amounting  to  $25,000  or  more  reported 
in  column  (g).  If  adjustments  are  appli¬ 
cable  to  more  than  one  year,  indicate  in 
a  note  the  amount  applicable  to  each 
year. 

b.  The  column  headings  read  as 
follows : 

(a)  :  Particulars 

(b)  :  Balance  at  Beginning  of  Year 
Caption  overriding  columns  (c)  and 

<d>  reads  as  follows: 

Deferrals  During  Year 

(c> :  Account 
(d> :  Amount 

Caption  overriding  columns  (e>  and 
(ft  reads  as  follows: 

Amortization  to  Current  Year 

(e> :  Accoimt 
(f»:  Amount 
(gi :  Adjustments 
(h> :  Balance  at  End  of  Year 
II.  FCC  Form  901 — Monthly  Report  of 
Revenues,  Expenses,  and  Other  Items — 
Telephone  Companies — is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

In  the  Data  Transmittal  Order  and 
Codes  section  line  items  under  Other  Op¬ 
erating  Items  and  Taxes  and  Selected 
Balance  Sheet  Items  are  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

•  •  »  *  * 


OTHER  operatinq  items  and 
TAXES 

(Amounts  for  the  reported  month  only) 


C  1  1  Rents  from  And  for  leased  operating  prop 

erty  (802,  803). 

C  1  2  Investment  credits — Net  (804). 

C  13  Federal  income  taxes — operating  (806). 

( '  14  Other  operating  taxes  (807). 

C  1  5  Operating  Federal  tax  deferrals— Net 

(808.1,808.2, 309). 


SELECTED  BALANCE  SHEET 
ITEMS 

(Balance  at  end  of  the  reported  month  only) 


V 

K 

F 


F 


F 

F 

F 

F 

F 

F 

F 

F 

F 

F 


1  1  Telephone  plant  in  service  (100:1). 

1  2  Telephone  plant  under  construction 

(100:2). 

I  3  Property  held  for  future  telephone  use 
(100:3). 

I  4  Telephone  plant  acquisition  adjustment 
(100:4). 

1  f.  Satellite  Earth  stations  (100:5). 

2  1  Depreciation  reserve  (171). 

2  2  Earth  station  depreciation  and  amortiza¬ 

tion  reserve  (175). 

2  3  Unamortired  investment  credits  included 

in  Acct  174. 

2  4  Accumulated  deferred  income  taxes— ac¬ 

celerated  tax  depreciation  (176.1). 

2  5  Accumulated  deferred  income  taxes— other 

*  (176.2). 

3  I  Capital  stor  k  (150). 

3  2  Premium  on  capital  stock  and  other 

capital  (152,  179). 

3  3  Unappropriated  retained  earning  (181). 

3  4  Retained  earnings  reserved  (180). 
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Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 
CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B— NATIONAL  FLOOD 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

[Docket  No.  FI  1.035] 

PART  1914— AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE 
SALE  OF  INSURANCE 
Status  of  Participating  Communities 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  list 
those  communities  wherein  the  sale  of 
flood  insurance  is  authorized  under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128). 

Insurance  policies  can  be  obtained 
from  any  licensed  property  insurance 
agent  or  broker  serving  the  eligible  com- 

§  1914.4  I.i-t  of  Eligible  Communities. 


munity,  or  from  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surers  Association  servicing  company  for 
the  state  (addresses  are  published  at  40 
FR  57210-212  and  41  FR  1062).  A  list 
of  servicing  companies  is  also  available 
from  the  Federal  Insurance  Administra¬ 
tion  (FIA),  HUD,  451  Seventh  Street 
SW„  Washington.  D.C.  20410. 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  as  a  condition  of  receiving  any 
form  of  Federal  or  Federally  related 
financial  assistance  for  acquisition  or 
construction  purposes  in  a  flood  plain 
area  having  special  hazards  within  any 
community  identified  by  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development. 

The  requirement  applies  to  all  identi¬ 
fied  special  flood  hazard  areas  within  the 
United  States,  and  no  such  financial  as¬ 
sistance  can  legally  be  provided  for  ac¬ 
quisition  or  construction  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program.  Accordingly,  for  communities 
listed  under  this  Part  no  such  restriction 
exists,  although  insurance,  if  required, 
must  be  purchased. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Sub- 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  in  alphabetical  se¬ 
quence  new  entries  to  the  table.  In  each 
entry,  a  complete  chronology  of  effective 
dates  appears  for  each  listed  community. 
The  date  that  appears  in  the  fourth  col¬ 
umn  of  the  table  is  provided  in  order 
to  designate  the  effective  date  of  the 
authorization  of  the  sale  of  flood  insur¬ 
ance  in  the  area  under  the  emergency 
or  the  regular  flood  insurance  program. 
These  dates  serve  notice  only  for  the 
purposes  of  granting  relief,  and  not  for 
the  application  of  sanctions,  within  the 
meaning  of  5  U.S  C.  5  551.  The  entry 
reads  as  follows: 


Stale 


County 


Location 


Effective  date  of  author-  Hazard  area  Community 
ization  of  sale  of  flood  identified  No. 

insurance  for  area 


Alabama 

.  Greene 

Kansas... 

.  Bourbon. 

Kentucky . 

Mercer. . . 

Maine _ 

.  Knox _ 

New  Hampshire 

Grafton. 

New  York. 

.  Schoharie 

Oklahoma _ 

Rogers.. . 

.  Harrison. 

Missouri _  _ 

Reynolds 

Do . . 

.  Pettis _ 

Ashland.. 

Do  .  _ 

.  Jefferson. 

Pennsylvania _ 

.  Mercer... 

Vermont _  . 

.  Windham 

Wisconsin . . .  Dunn  . . 


Unincorporated  areas. 

Oakland,  city  of. . 

Uniontown,  city  of _ 

Harrodsburg.  city  of. 

Hope,  town  of. . 

Haverhill,  town  of... 

Gilboa,  town  of _ 

Iuola,  town  of . 

Mabton,  town  of . 

Unincorporated  areas 

Persia,  city  of . 

Centerville,  village  of 
Smithton,  city  of..... 
Perrysville,  village  of. 
Smlthfleld,  village  of. 
Salem,  township  of... 

Marlboro,  town  of - 

Downing,  village  of.. 


Apr.  5,  U)T6,  emergency . . 


„  ..do . .  Mar.  28,1975 

_ do .  Sept.  26, 1975 

_ do . May  10, 1974 

..do _  _  Feb.  21,1975 

..do _  .  Mar.  8,1974 

_ do _ Dec.  6.1974 

do  May  10,1974 

Dec.  28,1975 

_ do . . . 

Apr.  1.  1976,  emergency . 

Apr.  6,  1976,  emergency.  Dec.  13, 1974 

....do .  No#.  22,1974 

....do .  Apr.  25,1975 

....do .  Mar.  28,1975 

_ do . do . 

...do .  Oct.  3.1975 

...do .  Dec.  27,1974 

do  .  Nov.  8,1974 


010091 
170861 
200371 
210172 
280220 
330057 
361433 
400456 A 

530221 

120103 

190150 

290311 

‘2905-26 

390730 

3907-25 

421872 

.500283 

550121 


Arkansas 

Georgia. 


Greene.  _  Marmaduke,  city  of — 

..  Bullock  .  Unincorporated  areas. 


Apr.  7. 1976,  emergency .  Apr.  11,1975 

do . Mar.  28,1975 

Jan.  9. 1976 

do . Mar.  21,1975 

. do . - 


Illinois .  Christian _ Kincaid,  village  of .... 

Maine.. . Cumberland..  New  Gloucester,  town . do 

New  Hampshire..  Coos . Shelburne,  town  of.  . do . Nov.  29, 1974 

New  Jersey.  ....  Warren _ ^Hardwick,  township  of . do . Feb.  28, 1975 

Ohio  .  Guernsey  .Tleasant  City,  village  of - do . .  Aug.  83, 1974 


050346 

130019A 

170858 

230201 

330037 

340528 

390208 
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Effective  date  of  author-  Hazard  area  Community 
State  County  Location  lzation  of  sate  of  flood  identified  No. 

insurance  for  area 


Pennsylvania. _ Allegheny.....  Elizabeth,  borough  of _ ..do . . . .  Jan.  t,  1374 

Do . Armstrong _ Hovey,  township  of . do... . .  Jan.  24,1075 

Texas _  Denton _ _  Lake  Dallas,  city  of _ do.... - - -  Sept.  25,1075 

Do . .  Austin... . San  Felipe,  town  of . do . . . . . . . 

•  ••••• 

Idaho . Caribou . Grace,  city  of . Apr.  8, 1976,  emergency.  Apr.  18,1975 

Maine .  York . Wells,  town  of. . do . Oct.  18,1974 

Michigan .  Oceana _ Hart,  city  of . do . . .  Apr.  11,1975 

New  York . Oneida _ Forest  Port,  town  of.. . do... . .  June  28,1974 

Do .  Schoharie _ Sharon,  town  of . do . . .  Nov.  8,1974 

Pennsylvania _ Clearfield _ _  Beccaria,  township  of - ...do... - Mar.  28,1975 

Do . .  Indiana . Cherryhill,  township  of . do . . . . Jan.  24,1975 


421263 

422299 

4807 HO 
480705 


160169 

2301.58 

260184 

360529 

361200- 

421512 

421714 


California . Fresno . Parlier,  city  of . Apr.  5, 1976,  emergency.  Jan.  24,1975  060454 

Georgia . Haralson _ Buchanan,  city  of . Apr.  9, 1976,  emergency.  Apr.  18,1975  130336 

Mtehfgan . Ingham . .  Alaiedon,  township  of. . ..do . . . .  >260670 

Do _ Oakland _  Rochester,  city  of _ do _ _ _ Apr.  11,1975  260326 

New  York .  Schoharie . Middleburgh,  town  of . do.. . Aug.  30,1974  380744A 

Ohio . . Highland. ... .  Lynchburg,  village  of _ do _ Mar.  29,1974  390271 

Pennsylvania.  ...  Westmoreland.  Arona,  borough  of. . . do... _ .Aug.  9,1974  420871 

Do... _  Elk.. . .  Benzinger,  township  of _ do . Apr.  11,1975  421607 

Do . Crawford _  Cussowago,  township  of . do . Jan.  10,1976  422388 


1  New  community  number. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  at  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (  33  FR  17804,  Not.  28.  1968),  as  amended,  42  OB.C.  4001- 
4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  at  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR 
2680,  Feb.  27,  1969)  as  amended  39  FR  2787,  Jan.  24,  1974.) 

Lssued:  April  1. 1976.  J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-10622  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Office  of  Education 
[45  CFR  Part  124] 

DROPOUT  PREVENTION 

Proposed  Amended  Criteria  and  Modified 
Application  Procedures 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
Pub.  L.  89-10  as  amended,  section  807 
(20  U.S.C.  887),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Commissioner  of  Education, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  proposes 
to  modify  the  existing  application  pro¬ 
cedures  and  funding  criteria  governing 
the  program  for  Dropout  Prevention 
projects  as  set  forth  below.  The  changes 
would  apply  only  to  applications  for 
grants  to  be  awarded  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  from  fiscal  year  1976  funds  under 
Pub.  L.  89-10,  section  807  and  Title  5 
CFR  Part  124. 

(a)  Program  purpose.  Section  807  of 
Pub.  L.  89-10  as  amended  (20  U.S.C. 
887) ,  authorizes  the  Commissioner  to  ar¬ 
range  by  contract,  grant,  or  otherwise, 
with  local  educational  agencies  for  these 
agencies  to  carry  out  demonstration  proj¬ 
ects  which  show  promise  or  reducing  the 
number  of  children  who  do  not  complete 
their  elementary  and  secondary  educa¬ 
tion.  These  projects  are  conducted  under 
discretionary  grants  awarded  on  a  com¬ 
petitive  basis  by  the  Commissioner  in 
accordance  with  the  authorizing  legisla¬ 
tion  and  the  applicable  Federal  regula¬ 
tions. 

(b)  Regulations  and  criteria.  Regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  Dropout  Prevention 
program  are  contained  in  45  CFR  Part 
124.  The  funding  criteria  according  to 
which  grant  applications  are  reviewed  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Education  are  con¬ 
tained  in  section  124.15  of  Part  124.  Gen¬ 
eral  regulations  relating  to  general  fiscal 
and  administrative  provisions  for  all  Of¬ 
fice  of  Education  programs  are  contained 
in  45  CFR  Parts  100  and  100a.  These 
general  regulations  contain  general  cri¬ 
teria  for  the  review  of  applications  under 
Office  of  Education  project  type  pro¬ 
grams  (45  CFR  100a.26),  and  are  also 
applicable  to  the  Dropout  Prevention 
program. 

(c)  Purpose  and  effect  of  changes.  The 
proposed  regulation  would,  for  fiscal  year 
1976  grants  only,  dispense  with  the  pre¬ 
application  procedure  required  by  Part 
124,  section  124.3,  because  time  does  not 
permit  this  procedure  to  be  used  if  grants 
are  to  be  awarded  before  the  end  of  fiscal 
year  1976.  Also,  the  proposed  regulation 
establishes  new  funding  criteria  which 
would  apply  in  addition  to  the  existing 
criteria  contained  in  section  124.15.  The 


additional  criteria  gives  priority  in  fiscal 
year  1976  funding  to  applicants  whose 
projects  are  designed  to  assist  dropout  or 
potential  dropout  students  in  selecting 
and  pursuing  gainful  careers.  It  is  the 
Commissioner’s  Judgment,  based  on  pro¬ 
gram  experience  to  date,  that  projects 
emphasizing  career  development  may  be 
particularly  effective  in  dropout  preven¬ 
tion. 

(d)  Written  comments.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  are  invited  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  amendments  to:  Mr. 
James  B.  Roberts,  Executive  Officer/ BSS, 
Room  4111,  FOB-6,  400  Maryland  Ave¬ 
nue  SW„  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Comments  received  in  response  to  this 
notice  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  above  office  on  Mondays 
through  Fridays  between  8:30  a.m.  and 
4:00  p.m.  All  relevant  material  to  be 
considered  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  May  14,  1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
13.410,  Dropout  Prevention) 

Dated:  March  5,  1976. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  April  7, 1976. 

Marjorie  Lynch, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

Appendix  A  is  added  to  read  as  set 
forth  below. 

Appendix  A — Dropout  Prevention  Projects 

MODIFIED  APPLICATION  PROCEDURES  AND 

FUNDING  CRITERIA  FOR  FISCAL  TEAR  1B76 

(a)  Funding  criteria.  In  awarding  grants 
from  fiscal  year  1976  funds  for  Dropout  Pre¬ 
vention  projects  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  89-10, 
section  807  (20  U.6.C.  887)  and  Title  45  CFR 
Part  124,  the  Commissioner  of  Education  will 
give  priority  to  projects  which  rank  high 
based  on  the  criteria  set  forth  In  Title  45 
Part  100a  and  section  100&.26,  and  Part  124, 
section  124.15,  and  which.  In  addition,  are 
designed  to  assist  dropout  and  potential 
dropout  students  In  selecting  and  pursuing 
gainful  careers.  With  respect  to  the  project’s 
potential  for  assisting  dropout  and  potential 
dropout  students  In  selecting  and  pursuing 
gainful  careers,  the  following  factors  will  be 
considered: 

(1)  The  extent  to  which  the  project  pro¬ 
vides  for  Integration  Into  the  applicant's 
existing  academic  curriculum  of  career- 
oriented  subject  matter,  career  counseling, 
and  occupational  placement; 

(2)  The  adequacy  of  the  applicant’s  pro¬ 
posal  for  developing  career-oriented  curricu¬ 
lum  materials,  techniques  for  Implementing 
these  materials,  and  career-oriented  field 
experiences  for  students; 

(3)  The  extent  to  which  the  project  pro¬ 
vides  for  consultation  with  parents  with  re¬ 
spect  to  project  activities; 


(4)  The  extent  to  which  the  project  pro¬ 
vides  tor  consultation  by  the  applicant  with 
a  cross-section  of  business,  industrial,  and 
community  leaders  and  representatives  of 
educational  Institutions  with  respect  to 
career  development; 

(5)  The  extent  to  which  the  project  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  contribution  by  the  business 
and  Industrial  community  with  respect  to 
occupational  placement,  technical  advice, 
and  funds; 

(6)  The  extent  to  which  the  project’s 
model  Is  susceptible  of  being  adopted  by 
other  local  educational  agencies; 

(7)  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant  will 
consult  with  organizations  and  associations 
(In  addition  to  those  listed  in  items  (4)  and 
(5) )  which  have  demonstrated  experience  In 
one  or  more  of  Items  (1)  through  (6). 

(20  U.S.C.  887) 

(b)  Modified  application  procedure. 

Applicants  for  grants  to  be  funded  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Pub.  L.  89-10,  section  807  from  fiscal 
year  1976  appropriations  are  not  required  to 
submit  a  preapplication  proposal  as  set  forth 
In  Title  45  CFR.  Part  124,  sections  124.3  and 
124.4.  Grants  under  section  807  from  fiscal 
year  1976  appropriations  will  be  awarded  to 
local  educational  agencies  only  upon  sub¬ 
mission  to  the  Commissioner  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  assistance  which  has  been  approved 
by  the  appropriate  State  agency  as  required 
by  Title  46  CFR  Part  124,  Bectlon  124.4,  and 
which  meets  the  requirements  of  Title  45 
CFR  Part  124,  sections  124.5  and  124.6. 

(20  U.S.C.  887,  1221c(a)) 

[FR  Doc.76-10786  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[21  CFR  Part  18] 

(Docket  No.  76P-0176] 

SOUR  CREAM  AND  SOUR  HALF-AND- 
HALF;  STANDARDS  OF  IDENTITY 

Proposed  Amendment 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(FDA)  is  proposing  to  amend  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  identity  for  acidified  sour  cream 
and  acidified  sour  half-and-half  in 
SS  18.555  and  18.565  (21  CFR  18.555  and 
18.565) ,  respectively:  comments  by  June 
14,  1976. 

The  Milk  Industry  Foundation  (MIF) , 
910  17th  St.  NW„  Washington,  DC  20006, 
filed  a  petition  to  amend  the  standards 
of  identity. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  pro¬ 
vide  for  alternative  nomenclature  for 
acidified  sour  cream  and  acidified  sour 
half-and-half  by  allowing  the  alternative 
“Sour  cream,  directly  set"  and  “Sour 
half-and-half,  directly  set,”  respectively, 
as  the  name  of  the  food. 

Grounds  given  by  MIF  in  support  of 
the  proposal  are:  (1)  Since  standards  of 
Identity  were  established,  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  7,  1974  (39  FR  15993), 
for  sour  cream  and  related  products, 
manufacturers  who  use  the  direct  acidi- 
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fication  process  of  setting  cream  and 
half-and-half  and  relabeled  their  prod¬ 
ucts  “acidified”,  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  have  reported  drastic  reduc¬ 
tion  in  sales  of  these  products;  (2)  the 
decline  in  sales  is  attributed  to  consumer 
misconception  about  the  word  “acidi¬ 
fied” — informal  sampling  of  shoppers 
found  that  consumers  often  associate 
negative  connotations  with  the  word 
“acidified”  which  implies  or  suggests 
something  negative  or  deleterious;  (3) 
the  method  used  to  inform  consumers  of 
the  alternate  manufacturing  procedure 
has  proven  to  be  uninformative  and  not 
in  the  best  interest  of  consumers;  and 
(4)  alternate  use  of  the  label  statement 
“Directly  Set”  would  achieve  uniform 
labeling  terminology  among  the  differ¬ 
ent  dairy  products  employing  the  direct 
set  method. 

“Directly  Set”  is  now  permitted  as  al¬ 
ternative  nomenclature  in  the  standards 
of  identity  for  cottage  cheese  products 
where  the  curd  has  been  set  by  the  direct 
acidification  process  (21  CFR  19.525, 
19.530,  and  19.531). 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
stated  in  the  proposal,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  August  2,  1973  (38 
FR  20627),  to  establish  definitions  and 
standards  of  identity  for  sour  cream  and 
related  products  that,  in  naming  these 
products,  a  distinction  should  be  made 
between  sour  cream  products  produced 
by  the  conventional  method  (culturing 
with  lactic-acid-producing  bacteria)  and 
acidified  sour  cream  products  (produced 
by  direct  addition  of  food-grade  acid  to 
cream) .  The  nomenclature  for  the  acid¬ 
ified  sour  cream  products  was  proposed 
as  “acidified  sour  cream”  and  “acidified 
sour  half-and-half.”  No  objections  were 
received  in  response  to  the  proposal. 

Before  establishing  the  current  stand¬ 
ards  for  acidified  sour  cream  and  acid¬ 
ified  sour  half-and-half,  FDA  had  ad¬ 
vised  interested  parties  that  such  prod¬ 
ucts  should  be  labeled  as  “acidified _ 

product”,  the  blank  being  filled  in  with 
“sour  cream”,  or  "sour  half-and-half”, 
as  the  case  may  be,  followed  immedi¬ 
ately  by  a  prominent  declaration  of  the 
Ingredients  in  descending  order  of  pre¬ 
dominance. 

The  Commissioner  is  now  asking  for 
comments  from  all  interested  parties,  es¬ 
pecially  consumers  and  State  and  mu¬ 
nicipal  regulatory  agencies,  on  the  ad¬ 
visability  of  the  proposed  nomenclature, 
“sour  cream,  directly  set”  and  “sour  half- 
and-half,  directly  set”  as  alternatives  to 
the  currently  established  names  for  these 
foods,  "acidified  sour  cream”  and  “acid¬ 
ified  sour  half-and-half”. 

The  Commissioner  has  considered  the 
environmental  effects  of  the  Issuance  or 
amendment  of  food  standards  and  has 
concluded  in  §  6.1(d)  (4)  (21  CFR  6.1(d) 
(4) )  that  food  standards  are  not  major 
agency  actions  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment. 
Therefore,  an  environmental  Impact 
statement  is  not  required  for  the  pro¬ 
posal  set  forth  below.  Hie  Commissioner 
has  also  considered  the  inflation  impact 
of  the  proposed  regulation  and  has  found 
that  the  proposal,  if  adopted,  would  not 


cause  a  major  inflation  Impact  as  defined 
in  Executive  Order  11821,  OMB  Circular 
A-107,  and  guidelines  issued  April  1, 1975 
by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare.  Copies  of  the  FDA  Inflation 
impact  assessment  are  on  file  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  address  given  below. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  401,  403, 
701(e),  52  Stat.  1046-1048  as  amended, 
70  Stat.  919  (21  U.S.C.  341,  343,  371(e)  )  ) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120),  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  Part  18  be  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

In  §  18.555,  paragraph  (d)  is 
amended  by  revising  the  first  sentence  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  18.555  Acidified  -our  cream;  identity. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Nomenclature.  The  name  of  the 
food  is  “Acidified  sour  cream”  or  alter¬ 
natively  “Sour  cream,  directly  set.”  •  •  • 
•  •  •  •  • 

2.  In  §  18.565,  paragraph  (d)  is 
amended  by  revising  the  first  sentence 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  18.565  Aridified  ‘•our  half-and-half; 
identity. 

t  *  #  •  * 

(d)  Nomenclature.  The  name  of  the 
food  is  “Acidified  sour  half-and-half”  or 
alternatively  “Sour  half-and-half,  di¬ 
rectly  set.”  •  •  * 

•  *  •  #  • 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
June  14,  1976,  submit  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852,  written  comments  (preferably 
in  quintupllcate  and  Identified  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  docket  number  found  in 
brackets  in  the  heading  of  this  docu¬ 
ment)  regarding  this  proposal.  Received 
comments  may  be  seen  in  the  above  of¬ 
fice  during  working  hours,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Dated:  April  8, 1976. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.76-10711  Filed  4- 13-76;  8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing  Management 

[24  CFR  Part  425] 

[Docket  No.  Rr-76-384] 

MORTGAGE  INSURANCE  AND  INTEREST 
REDUCTION  PAYMENTS  FOR  RENTAL 
PROJECTS 

Computation  of  Rental  Charges  When 
Tenant  Will  Pay  Some  or  All  of  Utility 
Charges 

The  Department  proposes  to  amend 
Part  425  of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  in  order  to  Implement 
Section  236(f)  (1)  of  the  National  Hous¬ 
ing  Act,  as  amended  by  Section  212(2)  of 


the  Housing  and  Community  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1974.  The  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  will  permit  the  computation  of 
rental  charges  on  the  basis  of  operating  a 
project  without  the  payment  of  the  cost 
of  some  or  all  of  the  utility  services  used 
by  the  dwelling  units  therein  and  to  per¬ 
mit  direct  billing  by  the  utility  compan¬ 
ies  to  tenants  for  some  or  all  of  the  utility 
charges. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions  or 
data  regarding  the  proposed  regulation 
to  the  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Room  10245, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment,  451  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20410.  Communications  should 
have  reference  to  the  above  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  title.  All  relevant  material  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  May  17,  1976,  will  be 
considered  before  adoption  of  the  final 
rule.  A  copy  of  each  communication  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  during  business  hours  at  the  above 
address. 

The  Department  has  determined  that 
an  Environmental  Impact  Statement  is 
not  required  with  respect  to  this  rule. 
The  Finding  of  Inapplicability,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  HUD’s  environmental  pro¬ 
cedures  handbook  (HUD  Handbook 
1390.1),  is  available  for  inspection  at  the 
Office  of  the  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  at  the 
above  address. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  that  §  425.15 
of  Part  425  be  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  125.15  Rental  charges. 

(a)  Approved  rental  charges.  The 
mortgagor  shall,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary,  establish  and  maintain  for 
each  dwelling  unit  the  following: 

(1)  A  basic  monthly  rental  charge 
determined  on  the  basis  of  operating  the 
project  with  payments  of  principal  and 
interest  due  under  a  mortgage  bearing 
interest  at  the  rate  of  one  percent  per 
annum,  and 

(1)  with  the  payment  of  the  cost  of 
utility  services  used  by  the  dwelling  units, 
when  such  charges  are  paid  by  the  proj¬ 
ect  owner,  or 

(ii)  without  the  payment  of  the  cost 
of  some  or  all  utility  services  used  by  the 
dwelling  units,  when  the  units  have 
separate  meters  and  some  or  all  such 
charges  are  paid  directly  by  the  tenants. 

(2)  A  fair  market  monthly  rental 
charge  determined  on  the  basis  of  operat¬ 
ing  the  project  with  payments  of  prin¬ 
cipal,  interest  and  mortgage  insurance 
premium  which  the  mortgagor  is  obli¬ 
gated  to  pay  under  the  mortgage,  and 

(i)  with  the  payment  of  the  cost  of 
utility  services  used  by  the  dwelling 
units,  when  the  basic  monthly  rental 
charge  has  been  determined  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  (1)  (i)  of  this  section;  or 

(ii)  without  the  payment  of  the  cost 
of  some  or  all  utility  services  used  by  the 
dwelling  units,  when  the  basic  monthly 
rental  charge  has  been  determined 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  (1)  (ii)  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Monthly  rental  charge.  (1)  The 
monthly  rental  for  each  dwelling  unit 
shall  be  the  greater  of  the  basic  rental, 
or 
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(1)  25  percent  of  the  tenant’s  adjusted 
monthly  income  with  respect  to  a  unit 
for  which  the  basic  monthly  rental 
charge  has  been  determined  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)(l)(i)  of  this  section;  or 

(ii)  such  amount  less  than  25  percent 
of  his  adjusted  monthly  income  as  the 
Secretary  determines  represents  a  pro¬ 
portionate  decrease  for  the  utility 
charges  to  be  paid  by  such  tenant,  but 
in  no  case  less  than  20  percent  of  the 
tenant’s  adjusted  monthly  income  with 
respect  to  any  units  for  which  the  basic 
monthly  rental  charge  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  (1)  (ii) 
of  this  section. 

(2)  In  no  event  shall  the  monthly 
rental  exceed  the  fair  market  rental. 

(c)  Adjustments  in  utilities  allowance. 
In  the  event  of  any  change  in  utility  rates 
which  results  in  a  cumulative  increase 
of  10  percent  or  more  in  the  cost  of  those 
utilities  included  in  the  latest  approved 
utilities  allowance,  the  project  owner 
shall  advise  the  Secretary  and  request 
approval  of  a  new  allowance  for  utilities. 

(d)  Application  of  terms.  In  the  case 
of  a  cooperative  project,  the  term  “ten¬ 
ant”  as  used  in  this  subpart  shall  mean  a 
member  of  a  cooperative  and  the  term 
“rental  charge”  shall  mean  the  charges 
under  the  occupancy  agreement  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  cooperative. 

HUD  Act 

(Section  7(d),  Department  of  42  U.S.C.  3535 
(*).) 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  economic 
and  infiationary  impacts  of  this  proposed 
regulation  have  been  carefully  evaluated 
in  accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  April  7, 
1976. 

Robert  C.  Odle,  Jr., 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Housing  Management. 

[FR  Doc.76-10806  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 
Production  and  Mortgage  Credit 

[  24  CFR  Part  236  ] 

[Docket  No.  R-76-383] 

MORTGAGE  INSURANCE  AND  INTEREST 
REDUCTION  PAYMENT  FOR  RENTAL 
PROJECTS 

Computation  of  Rental  Charges  When 
Tenant  Will  Pay  Some  or  All  of  Utility 
Charges 

The  Department  proposes  to  amend 
Part  236  of  T.tle  24  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  in  order  to  implement 
Section  236(f)  (1)  of  the  National  Hous¬ 
ing  Act,  as  amended  by  Section  212(2) 
of  the  Housing  and  Community  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1974.  The  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  will  permit  the  computation  of 
rental  charges  on  the  basis  of  operating 
a  project  without  the  payment  of  the 
cost  of  some  or  all  of  the  utility  services 
used  by  the  dwelling  units  therein  and  to 
permit  direct  billing  by  the  utility  com¬ 
panies  to  tenants  for  some  or  all  of  the 
utility  charges.  Interested  persons  are 
Invited  to  submit  written  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions  or  data  regarding  the  proposed 
regulation  to  the  Rules  Docket  Clerk, 


Room  10245,  Office  of  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  Seventh  6treet  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20410.  Communica¬ 
tions  should  have  reference  to  the  above 
docket  number  and  title.  All  relevant 
material  received  on  or  before  May  17, 
1976,  will  be  considered  before  adoption 
of  the  final  rule.  A  copy  of  each  com¬ 
munication  submitted  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  during  business 
hours  at  the  above  address. 

The  Department  has  determined  that 
an  Environmental  Impact  Statement  is 
not  required  with  respect  to  this  rule. 
The  Finding  of  Inapplicability,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  HUD’s  environmental 
procedures  handbook  (HUD  Handbook 
1390.1) ,  is  available  for  inspection  at  the 
Office  of  the  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  at  the 
above  address. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  that  §  236.55 
of  Part  236  be  revised  to  read  as  follows; 

§  236.55  Rental  charges. 

(a)  Approved  rental  charges.  The 
mortgagor  shall,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary,  establish  and  maintain  for 
each  dwelling  unit  the  following: 

(1)  A  basic  monthly  rental  charge  de¬ 
termined  on  the  basis  of  operating  the 
project  with  payments  of  principal  and 
interest  due  under  a  mortgage  bearing 
interest  at  the  rate  of  one  percent  per 
annum,  and 

(1)  with  the  payment  of  the  cost  of 
utility  services  used  by  the  dwelling  units, 
when  such  charges  are  paid  by  the  proj¬ 
ect  owner,  or 

(ii)  without  the  payment  of  the  cost  of 
some  or  all  utility  services  used  by  the 
dwelling  units,  when  the  units  have  sepa¬ 
rate  meters  and  some  or  all  such  charges 
are  paid  directly  by  the  tenants. 

(2)  A  fair  market  monthly  rental 
charge  determined  on  the  basis  of  oper¬ 
ating  the  project  with  payments  of  prin¬ 
cipal,  interest  and  mortgage  Insurance 
premium  which  the  mortgagor  is  obli¬ 
gated  to  pay  under  the  mortgage,  and 

(i)  with  the  payment  of  the  cost  of 
utility  services  used  by  the  dwelling 
units,  when  the  basic  monthly  rental 
charge  has  been  determined  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  (1)  (i)  of  this  section;  or 

(ii)  without  the  payment  of  the  cost 
of  some  or  all  utility  services  used  by  the 
dwelling  units,  when  the  basic  monthly 
rental  charge  has  been  determined  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (a)  (1)  (ii)  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Monthly  rental  charges.  (1)  The 
monthly  rental  for  each  dwelling  unit 
shall  be  the  greater  of  the  basic  rental,  or 

(i)  25  percent  of  the  tenant’s  adjusted 
monthly  income  with  respect  to  a  unit 
for  which  the  basic  monthly  rental 
charge  has  been  determined  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)(l)(i)  of  this  section;  or 

(ii)  such  amount  less  than  25  percent 
of  his  adjusted  monthly  income  as  the 
Secretary  determines  represents  a  pro¬ 
portionate  decrease  for  the  utility 
charges  to  be  paid  by  such  tenant,  but  in 
no  case  less  than  20  percent  of  the  ten¬ 
ant’s  adjusted  monthly  income  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  units  for  which  the  basic 
monthly  rental  charge  has  been  de¬ 


termined  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a  >  <  1  > 
(ii)  of  this  section. 

(2)  In  no  event  shall  the  monthly 
rental  exceed  the  fair  market  rental. 

(c)  Adjustments  in  utilities  allowance. 
In  the  event  of  any  change  in  utility 
rates  which  results  in  a  cumulative  in¬ 
crease  of  10  percent  or  more  in  the  cost 
of  those  utilities  included  in  the  latest 
approved  utilities  allowance,  the  project 
owner  shall  advise  the  Commisioner  and 
request  approval  of  a  new  allowance  for 
utilities. 

(d)  Application  of  terms.  In  the  case 
of  a  cooperative  project,  the  term  “ten¬ 
ant”  as  used  in  this  subpart  shall  mean 
a  member  of  a  cooperative  and  the  term 
“rental  charge”  shall  mean  the  charges 
under  the  occupancy  agreement  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  cooperative. 

(Section  7(d),  Department  of  HUD  Act,  42 
UJS.C.  3535(d) .) 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  economic 
and  inflationary  impacts  of  this  proposed 
regulation  have  been  carefully  evaluated 
in  accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107. 


Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  April  7, 
1976. 


David  S.  Coqk, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 
Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit — FHA  Commissioner. 


{FR  Doc.76-10807  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


Federal  Insurance  Administration 
[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1,032] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION  DE¬ 
TERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  RE¬ 
VIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Delaware  City,  Delaware 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(PX..  93-234) ,  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968 
P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and 
24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4(a)), 
hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed  deter¬ 
minations  of  flood  elevations  for  the  City 
of  Delaware  City,  Delaware. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in  iden¬ 
tified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Program,  the  City  of  Delaware  must 
adopt  flood  plain  management  measures 
that  are  consistent  with  the  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  determined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  Town 
Hall,  407  Clinton  Street,  Delaware  City, 
Delaware  19706. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  1mm e- 
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diately  notify  Mayor  William  H.  Press, 
Jr.,  Town  Hall,  407  Clinton  Street,  Dela¬ 
ware  City,  Delaware  19706.  The  period 
for  comment  will  be  ninety  days  follow¬ 
ing  the  second  publication  of  this  notice 
In  a  newspaper  of  local  circulation  In 


the  above-named  community  or  ninety 
days  from  the  publication  of  this  notice 
In  the  Federal  Register,  whichever  Is 
the  later. 

The  proposed  100 -year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


Elevation  in  Width—  distance  in  feet 
feet  above  northeast  from  2d  Bt. 
mean  sea  level 


Delaware  River......' . . .  Jefferson  St . . . .  9  650 

Washington  St . . .  9  575 

Distance  in  feet 
northeast  from  4th  St. 


Do .  Hamilton  St .  9  •  950 

5th  St .  9  *  950 


1  Approximate  distance  in  feet  from  bank  of  Delaware  City  Branch  Cliannel  to  boundary  of  100-yr  flood. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  March  26, 1976. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.76-10612  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am) 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1,0291 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION  DE¬ 
TERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  RE¬ 
VIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Great  Falls,  Montana 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pi.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  Xm  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  Pi.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 


determinations  of  flood  elevations  for 
the  City  of  Great  Falls,  Montana. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order 
to  participate  in  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Program,  the  City  of  Great  Falls 
must  adopt  flood  plain  management 
measures  that  are  consistent  with  the 
flood  elevations  determined  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  City 
Hall,  Great  Falls,  Montana  59403. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  in¬ 
formation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  com¬ 
ment  on  these  determinations  should  im¬ 
mediately  notify  Mayor  Donold  Ostrem, 
Box  1609,  Great  Falls,  Montana  59403. 
The  period  for  comment  will  be  ninety 
days  following  the  second  publication  of 
this  notice  In  a  newspaper  of  local  cir¬ 
culation  in  the  above-named  community 
or  ninety  days  from  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Rood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Source  of  flooding 

Locnt  ion 

Elevation 
in  feet 
above  mean 
sea  level 

Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
stream  (facing  down-stream)  to 
100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 

Right 

Left 

Missouri  River . _ . . 

.  U.S.  Highway  87  and  15th  St _ 

.  3,309 

100 

(*) 

10th  St.  North . 

.  3,310 

50 

(•) 

1st  Avo.  and  U.S.  Highway  89... 

.  3,316 

0 

50 

Sun  River . . . 

.  6th  St . . .  . 

.  3,320 

300 

150 

14th  8t _ _ _ _ 

_  3,322 

150 

2,900 

Interstate  Highway  15 . . . 

.  3,326 

1,900 

2,700 

i  Outside  corporate  limits. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33 
FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended; 
42  U.8.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  March  26,  1976. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 
|FR  Doc.76-10615  Filed  4-13-76,8:45  ami 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1,027] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION  DE¬ 
TERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  RE¬ 
VIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  Town  of  Morehead  City,  North 
Carolina 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Rood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234) ,  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In- 
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surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1858  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Morehead  City,  North  Carolina. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order 
to  participate  in  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Program,  the  Town  of  Morehead 
City  must  adopt  flood  plain  management 
measures  that  are  consistent  with  the 
flood  elevations  determined  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 


tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  Town 
Hall,  Morehead  City,  North  Carolina 
28557. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  Edward  S.  Dixon. 
P.O.  Drawer  M,  Morehead  City,  North 
Carolina  28557.  The  period  for  comment 
will  be  ninety  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  the  above-named 
community  or  ninety  days  from  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


Elevation  in  Width — distance  in 

feet  above  mean  feet  north  from 
sea  level  Bridges  8t. 


Newport  River .  .  ">tb  St . 

11th  St . 

17th  St . 

23d  8t . 

Country  Club  Blvd. 

Bogue  Sound .  . Arendel  St.  North 


7  210 

7  1,'21« 

7  SOI) 

7  1. 400 

7  1. 220 

7  *  3, 030 


Distance  in  feet  south 
from  Bridges  8t. 


Do . . 6th  St .  .  7  480 

12th  8t .  7  080 

18th  St .  7  1, 260 

24th  St .  7  800 


1  Approximate  distance  in  feet  from  Highway  70  bridge 
(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804.  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42 
U8.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary's  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24.  1974.) 

Issued:  March  25, 1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-10618  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  ami 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1,028) 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION  DE¬ 
TERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  RE¬ 
VIEW 

Notice  of  Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Deter¬ 
minations  for  the  Township  of  Neptune, 
New  Jersey 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
In  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234) ,  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  X1H  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  PJ,.  90-448),  42  UJS.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 


to  boundary  of  100-yr  flood. 

determinations  of  flood  elevations  for 
the  Township  of  Neptune,  New  Jersey. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in  iden¬ 
tified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program,  the  Township  of  Neptune  must 
adopt  flood  plain  management  measures 
that  are  consistent  with  the  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  determined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100 -year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  25 
Neptune  Avenue,  Neptune,  New  Jersey 
07753. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  Joseph  M.  Pepe,  25 
Neptune  Avenue,  Neptune,  New  Jersey 
07753.  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  days  following  the  second  publi- 
•  cation  of  this  notice  In  a  newspaper  of 
local  circulation  In  the  above-named 
community  or  ninety  days  from  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 
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Source  of  flooding 


Location 


Jumping  Brook .  State  Highway  66.. 

West  Bangs  Ave.._. 
State  Highway  33.. 

Corlies  Ave.. . 

Wells  Brook . .  Jumping  Brood  Rd 

State  Highway  33.. 

Betty  Brook . Green  Grove  ltd... 

Shark  River .  Gully  Rd . ... 

Renisen  Mill  ltd... 

Brighton  Ave . 

Musquash  Brook . . do . 

Hollow  Brook .  Route  18 . . 

Mall  Dr. . 

State  Highway  33.. 


i  Outside  corporate  limits. 


Elevation  Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
In  feet  stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
above  mean  100-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 


Right 

Left 

72 

100 

100 

.53 

175 

50 

3*1 

100 

150 

IS 

25 

50 

HH 

25 

1.50 

68 

10 

325 

85 

20 

fio 

20 

(*) 

25 

11 

»*) 

10 

10 

(*) 

* 

300 

23 

25 

0) 

53 

250 

300 

35 

75 

25 

21 

125 

400 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  March  25,  1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
,  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc .76 -10617  Filed  4-13  76:8:45  am] 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1, 026 J 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION  DE¬ 
TERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  RE¬ 
VIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determination 
for  the  Township  of  Palmyra,  Wayne 
County,  Pennsylvania 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128. 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a))  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for 


the  Township  of  Palmyra,  Wayne 
County,  Pennsylvania. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to 
participate  in  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Program,  the  Township  must  adopt 
flood  plain  management  measures  that 
are  consistent  with  the  flood  elevations 
determined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood - 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  the 
Municipal  Building,  321  South  Railroad 
Street,  Palmyra. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  imme¬ 
diately  notify  Mr.  Bruce  Hartman,  Bor¬ 
ough  Manager,  Municipal  Building,  321 
South  Railroad  Street,  Palmyra,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  17078.  The  period  for  comment 
will  be  ninety  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  news¬ 
paper  of  local  circulation  in  the  above- 
named  community  or  ninety  days  from 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XUI  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  F.R. 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended:  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary's  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR.  2680,  February  27.  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  F.R.  2787,  January  24.  1974.) 

Issued:  March 26, 1976. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc  76-10620  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


[24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1.033  J 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION  DE 
TERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  RE¬ 
VIEW 

Corrected  Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Deter¬ 
mination  for  the  Township  of  Passaic, 
Morris  County,  New  Jersey 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
( a) )  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  corrected 
proposed  determinations  of  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  for  the  Township  of  Passaic,  Mor¬ 
ris  County,  New  Jersey. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory7  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order 
to  participate  in  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Program,  the  Township  must 
adopt  flood  plain  management  measures 
that  are  consistent  with  the  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  determined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood - 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  the 
Meeting  Room,  Town  Hall,  Township  of 
Passaic,  1802  Long  Hill  Road,  Millington, 
New  Jersey. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  im¬ 
mediately  notify  Fred  J.  Rossi,  Clerk 
Administrator,  Passaic  Township.  1802 
Long  Hill  Road,  Millington,  New  Jersey 
07946.  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  days  following  the  second  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper  of 
local  circulation  in  the  above-named 
community  or  ninety  days  from  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Source  of  flooding 


Ixteaiiun 


Elevation 
in  feet  above 


Width  in  feet  from  bank  of  stream 
to  100-yr  flood  boundry  facing 
downstream 


level 

Left 

Right 

Lack  n  waxen  River.. 

North  corjtorate  limits . 

929 

200 

420 

5,000  feet  downstream  from  north  cor¬ 
porate  limits. 

922 

640 

460 

10,000  feet  downstream  from  north  cor- 

911 

370 

90 

porate  limits. 

South  corporate  limits . . 

896 

(>) 

40 

5, Otto  feet  upstream  from  south  corporate 

908 

70 

70 

limits. 

Middle  Creek. 

.  Corporate  limits  at  Hawley . 

910 

30 

40 

Lit  63022  bridge . . . 

956 

40 

Ml 

2,500  feet  downstream  from  west  corpor- 

1,001 

280 

0 

Wallcnpaupack  Creek.. 

ate  limits. 

West  corporate  limits . 

1,034 

0 

60 

Corporate  limits  at  Hawley . 

U.S.  Route  No.  6 . 

1,042 

1,096 

40 

10 

<*> 

0) 

•  Corporate  limits. 
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Elevation  Width  in  feet  from  bank  of  stream 
8ource  of  flooding  Location  ,  in  feet  to  100-yr  flood  boundary  facing 

above  mean  downstream 

sea  level  — - - - - 

Left  ltight 


Passaic  River . . Downstream  side  of  White  Bridge  Rd...  230  1, 200 

Basking  Ridge  Rd .  227  ISO 

Stone  House  Rd . .  222  50 

Passaic  VaUey  Rd .  217  130 

South  Main  Ave . 216  4, 650 

Springfield  Rd _ ..........  215  130 

Mountain  Ave . 215  600 

Dow nstream  corporate  limits . . .  213  1, 050 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  F.R. 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  F.R.  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  F.R.  2787.  January  24.  1974  > 

Issued;  April  2,  1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator 

[FR  Doc.76-10616  Filed  4-13-76:8  45  ami 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

(Docket  No.  FI  1.025] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION  DE¬ 
TERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  RE¬ 
VIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determination 
for  the  City  of  Richland  Hills,  Tarrant 
County,  Texas 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234) .  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  Insur¬ 
ance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968 
P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24 
CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4(a) )  here¬ 
by  gives  notice  of  his  proposed  determi¬ 


nations  of  flood  elevations  for  the  City 
of  Richland  Hills,  Tarrant  County,  Texas. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator 
to  w’hom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  criteria 
for  flood  plain  management  in  identified 
flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program,  the  City  must  adopt  flood 
plain  management  measures  that  are 
consistent  with  the  flood  elevations  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood  >  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood 
elevations  are  available  for  review  at  the 
Bulletin  Board  at  City  Hall,  3200  Diana 
Drive,  Richland  Hills,  Texas. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Paul  C.  Daniels,  Mayor,  3200 
Diana  Drive,  Richland  Hills.  Texas 
76118.  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  days  following  the  second  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper  of 
local  circulation  in  the  above-named 
community  or  ninety  days  from  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  i"  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  whichever  is  the  later.  * 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are; 


Elevation  Width  in  feet  from  bank  of  st  ream 
Source  of  flooding  location  in  feet  to  100-yr  flood  boundary  facing 

above  mean  downstream 

sea  level  -  ■  ■  — - • - - - 

Left  Right 


Big  Fossil  Creek  Trib¬ 
utary  3. 


Big  Fossil  Creek  Trib¬ 
utary  4. 


Calloway  Branch 


Dover  Lane . . 

Brooks  8t . . . ... 

Hoven  Kauip  Ave . . 

Bridges  Ave . 

Baker  Blvd.  (Highway  183),  north  side. 
llaker  Blvd.  (Highway  183>,  south  side... 

Latham  Dr . . 

Park  Place  Dr . . . 

Pecan  Park  I>r . 

Texas  Electric  Service  Co.,  right-of-way. 

Pipe  Line  Co.,  easement . . 

Pine  Park  Dr . . . . 

Kingsbury  Ave. . . . 

Rosebud  Dr . 

Cecil  Dr . 

Baker  Blvd.  (Highway  183),  north  side. . 
Baker  Blvd.  (Highw  ay  183),  south  side. . 

Kings  Court . . . . 

Park  Place  l>r . . . 

Pecan  Park  Dr . 

Kingsbury  Ave. . 

Glen  View  Dr . 

Leslie  Dr.  (extended) _ _ _ _ 

Norma  Lane  (extended) . 

Beth  Court  (extended) . 


563 

20 

125 

558 

40 

90 

555 

60 

30 

513 

(V> 

90 

540 

25 

40 

534 

10 

25 

530 

50 

25 

517 

75 

170 

512 

310 

200 

500 

240 

815 

508 

225 

775 

504 

305 

(') 

50 

370 

1,345 

502 

390 

1,110 

501 

800 

1,635 

541 

30 

35 

538 

80 

90 

523 

50 

45 

519 

40 

45 

512 

100 

225 

510 

210 

1,530 

555 

825 

50 

553 

500 

50 

550 

190 

300 

549 

380 

165 
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Source  of  flooding 


Location 


Elevation 
in  feel 
above  mean 


Width  in  feet  from  bank  of 
to  100-yr  flood  boundary 
downstream 


Trinity  River  Tribu¬ 
tary  2. 


Big  Fossil  Creek 


tig  1'OSSll  C 

Tributary 


Big  Fossil  Creek 
Tributary  3. 


Southern  corporate  limits . . 

Alley  (street) . - 

Baker  Blvd.  (Highway  183),  north  side.. 
Baker  Blvd.  (Highway  183),  south  side.. 
Texas  Electric  Service  Co.,  right-of-way.. 

State  Highway  121,  north  side . . 

State  Highway  121,  south  side . 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  A  Quit  RR . 

Southern  corporate  limits... . . 

Northern  corporate  limits . ... 

Baker  Blvd.  (Highway  183),  north  side.. 
Baker  Blvd.  (Highway  183),  south  side.. 

Aliena  Lane . — 

Lavon  Dr.  (extended) _ _ 

Hardisty  St _ _ _ _ 

Glen  Hills  Rd . 

Richlynn  Ter . . . . . 

Richland  Rd . . 


level  - 

Left 

Right 

MS 

no 

290 

540 

30 

25 

639 

25 

65 

635 

15 

85 

528 

25 

35 

520 

110 

30 

517 

(*) 

30 

615 

(>) 

185 

515 

(>) 

80 

534 

35 

HO 

532 

no 

105 

626 

115 

SO 

607 

550 

200 

602 

925 

(*) 

145 

680 

no 

576 

140 

90 

671 

260 

120 

667 

40 

65 

1  Corporation  limits. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FJt. 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42 
US.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FJt.  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  F.R.  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  March  25,  1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

IFR  Doc.76-10621  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am) 


[24CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1,034] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION  DE¬ 
TERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  RE¬ 
VIEW 

Notice  of  Corrected  Proposed  Flood  Ele¬ 
vation  Determination  for  the  Borough  of 
St.  Clair,  Schuylkill  County,  Pennsylvania 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
In  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968,  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  corrected 
proposed  determinations  of  flood  eleva¬ 


tions  for  the  Borough  of  St.  Clair, 
Schuylkill  County,  Pennsylvania. 

Under  these  Act,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order 
to  participate  in  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Program,  the  Borough  must 
adopt  flood  plain  management  measures 
that  are  consistent  with  the  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  determined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  are  available  for  review  at  the 
Lobby  of  the  Borough  Hall,  39  North  2nd 
Street,  St.  Clair. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  Infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  imme¬ 
diately  notify  Richard  Tomko,  President 
of  Town  Council,  Borough  Hall,  39  North 
2nd  Street,  St.  Clair,  Pennsylvania  17970. 
The  period  for  comment  will  be  ninety 
days  following  the  second  publication  of 
this  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  local  cir¬ 
culation  in  the  above-named  community 
or  ninety  days  from  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  whichever 
is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  F.R. 
17804,  November  28.  1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FJR.  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FJt.  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  April  2, 1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-10619  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


[  24  CFR  Part  1917  ] 

[Docket  No.  FI-1,031] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION  DE¬ 
TERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  RE¬ 
VIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  Village  of  Sea  Ranch  Lakes,  Florida 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968,  PJL.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  elevations  for 
the  Village  of  Sea  Ranch  Lakes,  Florida. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  cri¬ 
teria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
identified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order 
to  participate  in  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Program,  the  Village  of  Sea 
Ranch  Lakes  must  adopt  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  are  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  flood  elevations  determined 
by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  available  for  review  at  1 
Gatehouse  Road,  Sea  Ranch  Lakes, 
Florida  33308. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  Charles  E.  Manthey, 
1  Gatehouse  Road,  Sea  Ranch  Lakes. 
Florida  33308.  The  period  for  comment 
will  be  ninety  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  the  above-named 
community  or  ninety  days  from  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper  of 
local  circulation  in  the  above-named 
community  or  ninety  days  from  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Elevation  Width  in  feet  from  bank  of  stream 


Source  of  flooding 

Location 

in  feet 
above  mean 

to  100-yr  flood  boundary  feeing 
downstream 

Left 

Right 

Mill  Creek . 

.  Upstream  corporate  limit* . . 

810 

60 

40 

Upstream  side  of  8herman  St . 

765 

40 

20 

Downstream  side  of  Franklin  8t . 

749 

10 

10 

Upstream  side  of  Carroll  St . 

736 

6 

117 

Upstream  side  of  Railroad  St . 

721 

6 

70 

Upstream  side  of  Riueel)  St . 

713 

62 

33 

Downstream  corporate  limit* . . 

605 

30 

SI 
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Seuree  of  flooding 


Elevation 
in  feet 
above  mean 
sea  level 


fntercoastal  waterway*.  Seneca  Rd . 

Saranac  Rd . 

Winona  Lane . . . 
Chippewa  Lane. 
Minnetonka  Rd. 


Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
stream  (facing  downstream;  to 
lOO-yr  flood  boundary  (feet) 


Right 


I  aft 


Entire  road  around  lake  except  the 
stretch  extending  400  ft  north  of 
eastern  intersection  with  Gate 
House  Rd. 

Siction  extending  250  ft  north  ot 
intersection  with  Minnetonka 
lid. 

Section  extending  130  ft  east  from 
intersection  with  Cayuga  Kd. 

Section  extending  50  ft  cast  from 
intersection  witli  Cayuga  Rd. 

Section  extending  140  ft  south  from 
eastern  intersection  with  Cayuga 
Rd. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1968) ,  effective  January  28,  1969 
(33  F.R.  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as 
amended;  42  OS.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secre¬ 
tary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  In¬ 
surance  Administrator  34  F.R.  2680,  Febru¬ 
ary  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  F.R.  2787,  Jan¬ 
uary  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  March  25, 1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter. 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 

Administrator. 

(  FR  Doc  76  10613  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am) 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

{Docket  No.  FI-1,030] 

APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELEVATION 
DETERMINATION  AND  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 
for  the  City  of  Seneca,  Missouri 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968,  P.L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128, 
and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (Section  1917.4 
(a>  >,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 


i  Measured  along  feat  me  to  corporate  limits. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XH1  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  F.R. 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  F.R.  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  F.R.  2787,  January  24.  1974.) 

Issued:  March  26, 1976. 

Howard  B.  Clark. 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator . 

{FR  Doc.76-10614  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


determinations  of  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Seneca.  Missouri. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  crite¬ 
ria  for  flood  plain  management  in  iden¬ 
tified  flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program,  the  City  of  Seneca  must  adopt 
flood  plain  management  measures  that 
are  consistent  with  the  flood  elevations 
determined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood*  are  listed  below’  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show- 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  are  available  for  reveiw  at  City 
Hall,  Seneca,  Missouri  64865. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation.  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  David  Cole,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  485,  Seneca.  Missouri  64865.  The 
period  for  comment  will  be  ninety  days 
following  the  second  publication  of  this 
notice  in  a  newspaper  of  local  circulation 
in  the  above-named  community  or  ninety 
days  from*the  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register,  whichever  is 
the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are : 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 
[  17  CFR  Part  155  ] 

DUAL  TRADING  BY  FLOOR  BROKERS  AND 
FUTURES  COMMISSION  MERCHANTS 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

On  December  12,  1975,  the  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission  (“Commis¬ 
sion”)  proposed  certain  standards  for 
dual  trading  by  floor  brokers  and  futures 
commission  merchants.  Subsequently,  the 
Commission  determined  to  hold  an  oral 


hearing  on  dual  trading  for  the  purpose 
of  assisting  the  Commission  in  exercis¬ 
ing  its  rule  making  function  in  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  these  specific  regulations  pro¬ 
posed  on  December  12,  1975,  and  in  the 
development  of  both  short  and  long  term 
policies  by  the  Commission.1  In  announc¬ 
ing  its  oral  hearings,  the  Commission 
also  announced  that  there  would  be  a 
comment  period  following  the  close  of 
the  oral  hearings  during  which  interested 
persons  would  be  permitted  to  submit 
written  comments  on  matters  presented 
at  the  hearings  or  on  any  other  topic,  in¬ 
cluding  w  ritten  rebuttals  of  oral  presen¬ 
tations.  At  the  oral  healings,  which  were 
held  from  March  15  through  March  18, 
1976,  it  was  announced  that  interested 
persons  w  ould  be  permitted  td  comment 
on  such  matters  through  Saturday, 
April  17.  1976.3  Interested  persons  have 
requested  an  opportunity  for  a  longer 
comment  period.  Therefore,  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  determined  that  it  will  ac¬ 
cept  written  comments  on  all  matters 
presented  at  the  oral  presentations 
through  April  30, 1976.” 

The  Commission  has  recently  learned 
that  during  the  course  of  the  hearings  an 
error  was  made  by  the  reporting  com¬ 
pany  charged  with  preparing  the  official 
transcripts  cf  the  hearing.  Due  to  that 
error  the  transcripts  of  the  hearings, 
other  than  prepared  statements,  for 
Tuesday  afternoon.  March  16.  1976.  will 
not  be  available.  Specifically  the  ques¬ 
tions  of  and  answers  by  Mr.  Anthony 
Forbeck,  Mr.  Michael  Sorvillo.  Mr.  James 
Brennan.  Mr.  Donald  Lisle.  Mr.  Joseph 
Kane  and  Mr,  Charles  Evans  were  not 
transcribed.  The  hearings,  however,  were 
conducted  in  the  presence  of  Commis¬ 
sioners  and  the  testimony  wTas  duly  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Commission  and  will  be 
considered  in  this  rule  making  process. 
The  Commission  has  copies  of  the  writ¬ 
ten  submissions  of  all  who  testified  in¬ 
cluding  the  aforementioned  witnesses. 
Persons  wishing  to  comment  on  any  mat¬ 
ter  raised  at  the  hearings  should  direct 
their  comments  to  Ms.  Jane  Stuckey,  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  the  Secretariat,  Com- 

1  The  Commission’s  proposed  standards  on 
dual  trading  were  published  at  40  FR  586C0 
(December  18.  1975).  Those  standards  re¬ 
quired  all  contract  markets  which  wished  to 
permit  dual  trading  by  floor  brokers  and  fu¬ 
tures  commission  merchants  after  June  30, 
1976,  to  adopt,  and  and  obtain  Commission 
approval  of,  certain  rules  to  regulate  dual 
trading.  Including  enforcement  procedures. 
The  announcement  of  the  Commission's 
hearing  was  published  at  41  FR  3338  (Janu¬ 
ary  22,  1976).  That  release  advised  interested 
persons  of  the  procedures  required  if  they 
wish  to  participate  In  the  hearing. 

:  Originally,  the  Commission  had  an¬ 
nounced  that  interested  persons  would  be 
permitted  20  days  after  the  last  day  of  the 
oral  hearings  to  submit  written  comments. 
See  41  FR  9587  (March  5,  1976).  However, 
during  the  course  of  the  hearings  It  was  de¬ 
termined  that  the  comment  period  should 
be  extended  to  30  days. 

3  One  of  the  matters  raised  at  the  hearings 
on  which  comment  was  sought  was  a  study 
conducted  by  the  Commission's  office  of  the 
Chief  Economist.  That  6tudy  was  entitled 
“Empirical  Analysis  of  Dual  Trading:  A  Pre¬ 
liminary  Report’’  and  Is  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  through  the  Office  of  the  Secretariat 


Source  of  flooding 


Elevation 
in  feet 
above  mean 
sea  level 


Width  from  shoreline  or  bank  of 
stream  (facing  downstream)  to 
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modity  Futures  Trading  Commission, 
2033  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20581, (202)  254-6126. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  April  8, 
1976. 

William  T.  Bagley, 
Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.76-10690  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[  47  CFR  Part  73  ] 

|  Docket  No.  20403;  FCC  76-280] 

AM,  FM,  AND  TELEVISION 
BROADCASTING  STATIONS 

Use  of  Automatic  Transmission  System 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  to  permit  the  use  of 
automatic  transmission  systems  at  AM, 
FM,  and  Television  broadcasting  sta¬ 
tions. 

By  the  Commission :  1 

1.  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  is 
hereby  given  In  the  above-captioned 
matter,  relating  to  the  Commission’s  ef¬ 
fort  to  develop  rules  permitting  the  use 
of  automatic  transmission  systems 
<  ATS)  in  the  AM,  FM,  and  TV  services. 

2.  Notice  of  Inquiry  in  this  matter  was 
adopted  by  the  Commission  on  April  1, 
1975.  Publication  was  made  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  April  8,  1975,  40  FR 
17317.  The  dates  for  filing  comments  and 
reply  comments  In  the  proceeding  were 
August  15  and  September  19,  1975,  re¬ 
spectively,  extended  by  Order  to  a  final 
date  for  reply  comments  of  October  24, 
1975.  The  Inquiry  was  prompted  by  the 
broadcast  industry’s  continued  urging  to 
initiate  an  appropriate  proceeding  look¬ 
ing  toward  development  of  regulations 
permitting  automated  transmission  sys¬ 
tems  in  the  broadcast  services.  In  solicit¬ 
ing  comments  in  the  Inquiry,  the  Com¬ 
mission  envisioned  receiving  substantive 
and  specific  recommendations  by  broad¬ 
casters,  the  industry  associations  and 
professional  consultants  and  practi¬ 
tioners.  We  looked  to  find  detailed  en¬ 
gineering  and  operational  information 
that  would  help  move  us  along  toward 
the  common  goal  of  automatic  trans¬ 
mitters.  For  the  most  part,  the  com¬ 
ments  assured  us,  in  general  terms,  that 
ATS  is  a  viable  concept  (with  which  the 
Commission  agrees)  and  included  some 
overall  concepts  of  ATS  operation.  How¬ 
ever,  many  failed  to  come  to  grips  with 
or  elaborate  on,  the  specific  items  which 
were  set  forth  in  the  Inquiry,  or  to  com¬ 
ment  on  other  problems  that  may  have 
occurred  to  commenters  as  a  result  of 
more  careful  assessment  of  the  practical 
applications  inherent  in  ATS. 

3.  In  view  of  these  circumstances,  the 
responsibility  of  developing  adequate 
professional  criteria  for  ATS  fell  pri¬ 
marily  to  the  Commission  staff.  A  com¬ 
mittee  was  formed  with  representatives 

1  The  Commission,  upon  a  public  Interest 
finding,  may  waive  or  modify  these  provi¬ 
sions  for  stations  engaged  solely  In  the  func¬ 
tion  of  rebroadcasting  the  signals  of  tele¬ 
vision  stations. 


from  the  Broadcast  Bureau,  Field  Opera¬ 
tions  Bureau,  and  the  Office  of  Chief  En¬ 
gineer  for  the  purpose  of  developing  these 
criteria.  The  product  of  this  committee’s 
work  was  the  creation  of  the  operational 
concepts  which  form  the  foundation  for 
the  development  of  automatic  transmis¬ 
sion  systems.  These  concepts  are  included 
in  Appendix  B  in  outline  form  and  serve 
as  the  focus  of  the  step-by-step  detailing 
of  the  operational  and  engineering  mat¬ 
ters  which,  in  the  body  of  the  document 
that  follows,  serves  as  the  textual  con¬ 
tent  of  this  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Mak¬ 
ing.  We  realize  that  the  ATS  concept  as 
set  forth  in  this  Notice  may  not  neces¬ 
sarily  be  those  which  are  envisioned  by 
many  members  of  the  broadcast  industry, 
or  those  which  will  be  finally  imple¬ 
mented.  The  proposed  standards  should 
be  considered  as  a  framework  upon 
which  comments  can  be  made  that  will 
enable  the  formulation  of  viable  ATS 
standards  and  rules.  We  further  realize 
that  the  proposals  herein  may  not  neces¬ 
sarily  cover  all  of  the  technical  and  op¬ 
erational  details  of  ATS.  These  should  be 
brought  to  our  attention  by  the  licensees 
and  other  interested  parties. 

Advantages  of  ATS 

4.  As  discussed  in  the  Notice  of  In¬ 
quiry,  the  concept  of  ATS  has  been 
studied  and  considered  for  Implementa¬ 
tion  since  1968.  This  Commission  is  firmly 
committed  to  the  policy  of  moving  for¬ 
ward  with  re-regulation  and  rule  amend¬ 
ments  that  will  permit  broadcast  licen¬ 
sees  to  use  advances  in  technology  as 
they  are  available  without  being  en¬ 
cumbered  with  outmoded  requirements. 
The  use  of  ATS  can  provide  the  public 
with  a  more  reliable,  higher  quality 
broadcast  service  while,  at  the  same  time, 
relieve  the  licensees  of  many  operating 
requirements  such  as  certain  meter  read¬ 
ings,  equipment  inspections,  and  log 
keeping.  These  operating  requirements 
were  based  on  the  need  to  have  skilled 
operators  in  attendance  to  manuallly  ad¬ 
just  and  observe  the  transmitter.  A  prop¬ 
erly  designed,  installed,  and  maintained 
ATS  can  insure  that  a  high  quality  of 
program  service  can  be  maintained  and 
reasonably  insure  that  harmful  inter¬ 
ference  to  other  stations  within  existing 
protection  standards  will  not  occur.  Al¬ 
though  the  technology  for  implementa¬ 
tion  of  ATS,  such  as  Improved  voltage 
regulators  and  control  devices  that  would 
maintain  transmitter  output  power  to 
very  close  tolerances,  has  been  available 
for  many  years,  our  present  rules  do  not 
particularly  encourage  its  use.  In  fact, 
the  present  operator  and  log  keeping 
rules  may  discourage  the  use  of  new 
technology. 

5.  Although  the  Commission  envisions, 
as  an  ultimate  goal,  the  use  of  completely 
automated  transmission  systems,  we  re¬ 
alize  that  some  licensees  may  not  find  it 
practical  to  convert  to  full  ATS  opera¬ 
tion.  We  believe  that  licensees  should  be 
permitted  to  install  those  functions  of 
the  ATS  which  they  deem  desirable,  and 
thereby  be  relieved  of  certain  associated 
existing  operating  procedures.  It  is  our 
sincere  intention  in  issuing  this  Notice 
that  the  rules  to  be  developed  will  en¬ 


courage  licensees  to  Improve  their  op¬ 
erations  by  using  automatic  control 
equipment  to  the  extent  they  desire.  Such 
Improvements  should  assist  licensees  in 
avoiding  many  of  the  technical  problems 
currently  being  encountered,  i.e.,  oper¬ 
ating  with  excessive  power,  over  modula¬ 
tion,  use  of  incorrect  operating  modes, 
excessive  video  waveform  deviations,  and 
operator  oversights.  Those  licensees  in¬ 
stalling  full  ATS  equipment  as  specified 
for  a  particular  type  and  class  of  station 
will,  of  course,  be  able  to  benefit  fully 
from  the  relief  of  many  operating  re¬ 
quirements. 

6.  Section  318  of  the  Communications 
Act  requires  that  “The  actual  operation 
of  all  transmitting  apparatus  in  any 
radio  station  for  which  a  license  is  re¬ 
quired  by  this  Act  shall  be  carried  on 
only  by  a  person  holding  an  operator’s 
license  Issued  hereunder,  and  no  person 
shall  operate  any  such  apparatus  in  such 
station  except  under  and  in  accordance 
with  an  operator’s  license  Issued  to  him 
by  the  Commission  •  •  •  ” 1  Section  303 
(l).(i)  of  the  Act  provides,  in  pertinent 
part,  that  the  Commission  shall  have  au¬ 
thority  to  prescribe  the  qualifications  of 
station  operators  and  to  classify  them 
according  to  duties  to  be  performed.  In 
Section  13.3  of  its  rules  and  regulations, 
the  Commission  lists  the  classes  of  com¬ 
mercial  radio  operator  licenses  it  has 
prescribed  under  Section  303(1)  (i) .  They 
range  from  first  class  operator  license 
(radiotelephone  or  radiotelegraph)  to  a 
second  class  opeator  license  to  the  re¬ 
stricted  group  of  third  class  operator 
permit  and  the  restricted  radiotelephone 
operator  permit.  The  class  of  operator 
required  at  a  broadcast  station  is  pe- 
scribed  by  Commission  rules  according 
to  the  service  involved  (AM,  FM,  TV) 
and  the  complexity  of  the  operation  (e.g., 
power,  directional  antenna) .  It  has  been 
suggested  in  comments  by  Cullum  and 
KHON  that  fully  unattended  transmit¬ 
ters  could  be  permitted  under  the  exist¬ 
ing  provision  of  Section  318  of  the  Act 
which  gives  the  Commission  authority  to 
make  special  provisions  for  the  licensing 
and  regulating  of  “automatic  radio  de¬ 
vices.”  However,  the  legislative  history 
of  this  provision  makes  clear  that  the 
automatic  devices  referred  to  are  not  the 
type  involved  in  automatic  transmitting 
systems  for  broadcast  stations. 

7.  The  Commission  will  move  forward 
in  requesting  legislation  to  amend  Sec¬ 
tion  318  of  the  Act  so  as  to  allow  greater 
flexibility  in  establishing  these  operator 
requirements  for  broadcast  stations.  We 
have  concluded,  however,  that  until  Sec¬ 
tion  318  of  the  Act  is  amended,  a  licensed 
operator  who  can  turn  the  station  on 
and  off,  monitor  the  station’s  transmis¬ 
sions  and  take  appropriate  action  in  the 
event  of  any  operating  discrepancy  or 
technical  malfunction,  must  be  employed 
by  the  licensee.  Since  the  operator  in 
attendance  at  a  full  ATS  station  would 
have  no  responsibilities  for  making  tech¬ 
nical  adjustments  to  the  transmitting 
apparatus  or  for  reading  and  evaluating 
transmitter  meters  or  monitoring  instru¬ 
ments.  the  operator  licensing  require¬ 
ments  should  be  relaxed.  We  believe  that 
persons  holding  a  restricted  radiotele- 
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phone  operator  permit  would  satisfac¬ 
torily  meet  the  statutory  requirements 
for  duty  operators  for  stations  with  ATS. 

8.  A  different  question  obtains  as  to 
our  permitting  a  completely  unattended 
automatic  broadcast  station.  Many  con¬ 
tend  that  there  may  be  no  need  to  have 
anyone  In  attendance  at  a  fully  auto¬ 
mated  station,  and  that  the  primary  ad¬ 
vantage  of  such  system  is.  in  fact,  the 
economy  of  not  having  an  employee  in 
attendance.  Observation  of  the  station 
programming  could  be  made  at  any  loca¬ 
tion  such  as  a  telephone  answering  or 
security  service  which  would  alert  station 
personnel  in  the  event  of  station  failure. 
AFCCE,  KIOI,  and  Group  W  indicated 
that  there  was  a  serious  doubt  as  to 
whether  completely  unattended  opera¬ 
tion  would  in  fact  be  desirable.  Other 
respondants  Indicated  that  this  issue 
should  not  be  a  part  of  the  consideration 
in  preparation  of  rules  to  permit  the  use 
of  ATS,  and  that  most  licensees  would 
find  it  desirable  to  have  someone  in  at¬ 
tendance  at  the  station  at  all  times.  Com¬ 
ments  are  invited,  likewise,  on  whether 
the  Commission  should  also  include  in 
its  request  for  legislation  to  amend  Sec¬ 
tion  318  of  the  Act,  not  only  the  author¬ 
ity  to  permit  unlicensed  person  to  oper¬ 
ate  broadcast  transmitters  but  also  to 
permit  completely  unattended  fully  auto¬ 
mated  broadcast  stations. 

Authority  To  Use  ah  ATS 

9.  Respondents  to  the  Notice  of  In¬ 
quiry  indicated  that  ATS  should  be  a 
third  optional  method  of  operating  a 
broadcast  station  in  addition  to  direct  or 
remote  control  operation.  Further,  it  was 
argued  that  stations  utilizing  an  ATS 
system  should  be  able  to  revert  back  to 
direct,  or  authorized  remote  control  op¬ 
eration  under  existing  rules  (when  de¬ 
sired).  Several  respondents  believed  that 
ATS  should  be  authorized  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  only  upon  submission  of  a  show¬ 
ing  by  the  licensee  that  the  station  was 
operating  in  full  compliance  with  all 
technical  standards  and  that  the  ATS 
equipment  was  ‘•certified’*  to  meet  all 
required  performance  standards.  We 
firmly  believe  that  stations  should  be 
permitted  to  use  ATS  with  a  very  mini¬ 
mum  of  administrative  burden  both  to 
themselves  and  to  the  Commission  staff. 
Many  of  the  ATS  control  functions  as 
explained  in  this  Notice  can  already  be 
used  by  licensees  if  they  so  desire  without 
any  special  Commission  authorization. 
Since  the  rules  proposed  would  permit 
licensees  to  benefit  through  relaxed  log¬ 
ging  and  certain  other  requirements, 
there  appears  to  be  no  valid  reason  why 
advanced  approval  should  be  required  in 
most  cases  by  stations  who  wish  to  install 
ATS.  We  therefore  believe  that  unless 
the  stations  wishes  to  operate  a  direc¬ 
tional  antenna  by  ATS.  or  establish  an 
ATS  control  and  alarm  center  at  a  loca¬ 
tion  other  than  at  the  station  trans¬ 
mitter  or  presently  authorized  remote 
control  location,  no  prior  authorization 
will  be  required. 

ATS  Trahsmittihc  Equipment 

10.  Several  of  the  questions  asked  by 
file  Commission  in  the  Notice  of  Inquiry 


concerned  the  need  for  type  acceptance 
of  ATS  transmitters  and  control  equip¬ 
ment  if  existing  transmitters  and  com¬ 
posite  control  systems  could  be  used. 
Those  submitting  comments  on  these 
questions  indicated  that  ATS  rules 
should  permit  the  use  of  existing  trans¬ 
mitters  with  the  addition  of  suitably  de¬ 
signed  equipment  to  monitor  and  control 
the  transmitter  and  antenna  system.  A 
new  generation  of  transmitters  would  be 
developed  to  operate  under  the  ATS  con¬ 
cept.  Certain  ATS  functions,  such  as  di¬ 
rectional  antenna  and  tower  lighting 
monitoring  and  alarm  circuits,  are  not 
directly  related  to  the  transmitter  cir¬ 
cuits,  and  therefore  it  does  not  appear 
that  all  of  the  ATS  system  functions 
could  be  incorporated  into  the  trans¬ 
mitter  design.  It  has  been  urged  that  the 
promulgated  rules  provide  licensees  the 
standards  for  ATS,  but  not  specify  the 
hardware  details  by  permitting  licensees 
and  equipment  manufacturers  this  flex¬ 
ibility,  advantage  can  be  taken  of  con¬ 
tinuously  advancing  technology  without 
the  need  to  amend  very  detailed  “hard¬ 
ware”  rules.  For  these  reasons,  we  pro¬ 
pose  that  the  ATS  control  and  alarm 
equipment  will  not  require  Commission 
type  acceptance,  and  that  existing  trans¬ 
mitters  may  be  used  for  ATS.  Licensees 
purchasing  or  constructing  ATS  control 
equipment  must  insure  that  It  is  de¬ 
signed  to  fully  meet  their  specific  re¬ 
quirements,  and  that  compliance  with  all 
ATS  standards  have  been  met.  An  ATS 
equipment  performance  report  is  to  be 
prepared  by  the  stations’  chief  operator, 
technical  director,  or  engineering  con¬ 
sultant  and  retained  on  file  at  the 
stations. 

11.  The  NAB  envisions  a  fully  unat¬ 
tended  transmitter  functioning  on  a 
strictly  go-no-go  basis  with  no  operator, 
monitoring,  alarming,  log  keeping,  or  in¬ 
spection  requirements.  Although  this 
would  be  the  ultimate  degree  of  auto¬ 
matic  operation,  many  licensees  would 
not  find  it  desirable  or  practical  to  use 
ATS  to'  such  an  extent.  We  believe  that 
ATS  rules  should  provide  licensees  with 
a  degree  of  flexibility  and  also  provide 
for  practical  procedures  to  enable  con¬ 
tinuous  operation  during  periods  of  tem¬ 
porary  failure  of  portions  of  the  trans¬ 
mitter,  antenna,  or  control  facilities.  ATS 
rules  should  also  consider  procedures  for 
operating  during  periods  of  station  con¬ 
struction  or  modification,  disturbances  of 
the  contiguous  area  due  to  construction 
projects  or  during  periods  when  use  of 
maximum  power  Is  desired  during  a  com¬ 
munity  emergency.  Therefore,  completely 
automated  go-no-go  systems  as  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  NAB  may  not  serve  the 
public  Interest  and  necessity  during  such 
situations  described  above — situations  In 
which  a  go-no-go  ATS  shutdown  with¬ 
out  warning  or  contingency  operating 
procedures  provided  would  result.  We 
propose  that  immediate  transmitter 
shutdown  would  only  be  required  for  seri¬ 
ous  malfunctions  that  could  cause  inter¬ 
ference  to  the  service  of  other  stations. 
Either  shutdown,  or  alarms  at  the  li¬ 
censee’s  option  can  be  provided  for  tech¬ 
nical  failures  that  would  primarily  affect 


signal  quality  where  prompt  repair  Is 
necessary. 

12.  ATS  equipment  must  have  some 
means  for  checking  the  calibration  and 
accuracy  of  the  required  tolerance  limit 
turnoff  or  alarm  functions  for  use  dur¬ 
ing  the  monthly  transmitting  equipment 
inspections.  Tests  of  the  ATS  tolerance 
limit  calibrations  are  to  be  accomplished 
without  actually  terminating  the  sta¬ 
tion’s  transmissions  through  the  use  of 
a  “momentary  hold"  or  limited  time 
switch  to  keep  the  transmitter  turned  on. 

ATS  Transmitter,  Design,  Metering  and 
Monitors 

13.  Respondents  generally  Indicated 
that  ATS  could  be  accommodated  within 
the  existing  standards  for  transmitter 
design.  Installation,  safety  provisions, 
and  Intruder  protection.  Further,  there 
was  no  significant  opinion  that  existing 
metering  and  monitoring  equipment 
could  be  eliminated.  Although  an  ex¬ 
tremely  slight  cost  reduction  could  be  ac¬ 
complished  through  the  elimination  of  or 
reduction  In  the  number  of  transmitter 
meters,  maintenance  personnel  would 
generally  find  It  desirable  to  retain  me¬ 
tering  to  simultaneously  Indicate  plate 
voltage  and  current  and  output  or  anten¬ 
na  power.  Modulation  and  antenna  mon¬ 
itors  provide  indications  of  transmitter 
operation  for  maintenance  purposes. 
With  ATS,  the  modulation  and  antenna 
monitors  could  be  located  at  the  trans¬ 
mitter  side.  We  therefore  will  propose  no 
changes  In  the  metering  and  monitor 
equipment  requirements  for  stations  us¬ 
ing  ATS.  Certain  ATS  control  and  alarm 
functions  will  be  dependent  on  indica¬ 
tions  of  the  currently  required  monitors. 
Licensees  using  ATS  may  wish  to  incor¬ 
porate  Into  the  control  and  alarm  equip¬ 
ment.  automatic  logging  of  selected  tech¬ 
nical  functions  to  facilitate  maintenance 
and  repair.  Some  engineers  submitting 
comments  on  ATS  thought  that  auto¬ 
matic  technical  logging  should  be  an  es¬ 
sential  part  of  the  system  but  we  are 
not  proposing  that  It  be  required. 

ATS  Alarm  and  Failsafe  Control 
Circuits 

14.  As  discussed  under  ATS  operator 
requirements,  the  person  representing 
the  licensee  and  responsible  for  observ¬ 
ing  the  station’s  emissions  and  alarm  cir¬ 
cuits  must  have  the  ability  to  turn  the 
transmitter  on  and  off.  and  to  take  action 
in  the  event  of  receipt  of  an  alarm  sig¬ 
nal  indicating  a  malfunction.  The  on-off 
control  circuit  must  provide  positive  con¬ 
trol  at  all  times.  Any  disruption  or  fail¬ 
ure  of  the  control  circuit  providing  this 
function  must  cause  the  station  trans¬ 
missions  to  terminate.  Further,  the  alarm 
system  must  also  have  a  similar  fall-safe 
feature.  Any  failure  of  the  alarm  system, 
but  not  the  transmitter  automatic  con¬ 
trol  circuits,  must  cause  the  transmitter 
to  turn  off. 

15.  We  believe  licensees  should  have 
the  option  of  providing  alarm  indications 
that  would  show  the  different  types  of 
malfunctions  causing  an  alarm  condition 
where  the  alarm  is  being  observed;  or  of 
having  a  single  alarm  signal  with  some 
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means  at  the  transmitter  site  of  indi¬ 
cating  the  cause  of  the  alarm.  Without 
some  form  of  indication  of  the  cause  of 
an  alarm  condition,  maintenance  person¬ 
nel  would,  in  many  cases,  have  difficulty 
in  correcting  the  problem.  In  addition, 
some  licensees  may  wish  to  use  an  addi¬ 
tional  alerting  signal  to  indicate  a  mal¬ 
function  or  condition  approaching  a  turn 
off  or  alarm  level.  This  feature  of  an  ATS 
installation  would  be  optional. 

ATS  Control  and  Maintenance  of 
Licensed  Output  Power 

16.  Most  respondent^  to  the  Notice  of 
Inquiry  tended  to  agree  that  the  ATS 
should  cause  the  station  transmissions  to 
terminate  if  the  power  control  circuits 
failed  to  keep  the  output  power  below  the 
105%  of  licensed  power,  the  tolerance 
limit  specified  in  the  existing  rules.  One 
respondent  indicated  that  even  power  as 
much  as  150%  above  authorized  power 
could  be  tolerated  without  causing  seri¬ 
ous  harmful  Interference  for  a  period  of 
time  to  permit  maintenance  personnel  to 
make  adjustments  without  terminating 
the  station  operations.  In  some  instances 
this  problem  of  over  power  operating 
would  be  self  limiting  since  many  trans¬ 
mitters  would  be  incapable  of  operating 
at  more  than  10  or  20  percent  overpower 
without  self  destructing. 

17.  We  agree  that  a  minor  overpower 
operation  would  not  cause  serious  inter¬ 
ference  for  a  short  period  of  time  but  ex¬ 
isting  standards  must  be  retained.  There¬ 
fore  the  ATS  rules  would  require  either 
automatic  turn  off  or  an  alarm  if  the 
power  exceeded  105%  of  the  authorized 
value.  If  the  alarm  Is  provided,  a  three 
hour  delay  before  automatic  turn  off 
would  be  specified.  This  would  afford  the 
station  an  opportunity  to  notify  the 
maintenance  operator  to  take  corrective 
action.  If  the  output  power  exceeded 
110%  of  the  authorized  power,  the  sta¬ 
tion  would  turn-off  immediately. 

18.  Nearly  all  respondents  to  the  No¬ 
tice  of  Inquiry  believed  that  there  is  no 
need  to  terminate  the  station  transmis¬ 
sions  if  the  output  power  falls  below  the 
rule  limits  of  90%  of  authorized  power 
(80%  for  TV  stations),  since  low  power 
does  not  result  in  Interference  to  other 
stations.  It  was  pointed  out  that  low 
power  should  not  be  of  particular  con¬ 
cern  since  most  licensees  would  wish  to 
always  have  the  maximum  coverage  pos¬ 
sible.  We  partially  agree  with  this  and 
would  not  require  the  routine  immediate 
termination  if  the  power  did  fall  some¬ 
what  below  the  lower  tolerance  permitted. 
But  the  licensee  must  be  alerted  to  this 
abnormal  condition  and  prompted  to  take 
corrective  action  as  soon  as  possible. 
Therefore,  the  ATS  must  incorporate  a 
low  level  tolerance  alarm  to  Indicate 
when  the  power  output  drops  below  90% 
of  authorized  level,  and  terminate  the 
station  transmissions  within  three  hours 
if  adjustments  are  not  made  within  that 
time.  If  the  power  drops  below  80%  of  the 
licensed  value  the  transmitter  should 
shut  off  Immediately  at  that  point  since 
such  a  degree  of  power  drop  Indicates  a 
serious  malfunction. 


Output  Power  Determination — AM 
Stations 

19.  The  operating  power  of  AM  sta¬ 
tions  is  normally  determined  by  a  meas¬ 
urement  of  the  RF  current  (without  mod¬ 
ulation)  at  a  specified  circuit  point.  This 
point  is  at  the  base  of  the  antenna  tower 
for  non-directional  stations  and  at  the 
transmitter  output  common  antenna 
point  for  directional  antenna  stations. 
The  calculation  of  the  operating 
power  requires  that  the  resistance  of 
the  antenna  circuit  at  the  point  of  cur¬ 
rent  measurement  be  known.  This 
resistance  value  is  determined  by 
measurement  when  the  station  is 
constructed  and  the  value  is  shown  on 
the  station  authorization  document. 

20.  For  non-directional  antennas,  the 
value  of  the  resistance  is  dependent  upon 
the  physical  characteristics  of  the  an¬ 
tenna  tower,  such  as  its  height.  Direc¬ 
tional  antenna  systems  contain  circuit 
components  that  may  be  adjusted  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  specific  resistance  value  at  the 
common  point  where  the  current  is  meas¬ 
ured.  The  accuracy  of  determining  sta¬ 
tion  power  is  dependent  on  knowing  the 
exact  resistance  value.  Unfortunately, 
this  value  may  have  short  term  variations 
due  to  weather  conditions  or  long  term 
changes  due  to  deterioration,  adjust¬ 
ments,  repairs,  and  other  factors.  Equip¬ 
ment  has  been  available  for  several 
years  that  would  permit  licensees  to  ob¬ 
serve  changes  in  the  antenna  resistance 
during  normal  operations  but  this  equip¬ 
ment  is  used  by  a  very  small  percentage 
of  licensees  since  the  existing  rules  do  not 
require  a  redetermination  of  resistance 
unless  the  licensee  becomes  aware  of 
changes  or  changes  In  the  antenna  have 
been  made.  Through  the  use  of  this 
equipment,  adjustments  sen  be  made  In 
directional  antenna  circuits  to  restore  the 
resistance  to  the  licensed  value.  Nondi- 
rectlonal  antennas  can  not  be  adjusted, 
and  the  licensee  must  then  determine 
power  by  the  indirect  method  and  obtain 
authorization  to  use  the  redetermined  re¬ 
sistance  value  before  resuming  the  direct 
method  of  power  determination. 

21.  Changes  in  the  antenna  resistance 
are  usually  detected  by  a  change  In  the 
transmitter  final  amplifier  efficiency.  We 
believe  that  an  improvement  In  the 
broadcasting  technology  can  be  Incor¬ 
porated  in  the  ATS  standards  by  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  monitoring  of  the  antenna  re¬ 
sistance  or  the  transmitter  amplifier  effi¬ 
ciency  and  so  propose.  Although  the  re¬ 
sistance  value  as  determined  by  ATS  cir¬ 
cuits  could  be  used  In  controlling  the 
station  power,  this  will  not  be  required. 
Changes  in  antenna  or  common  point  Im¬ 
pedance  or  transmitter  efficiency  exceed¬ 
ing  5%  will  require  an  alarm  signal. 

22.  During  periods  of  construction  or 
repairs  to  the  antenna  system  when 
power  can  not  be  determined  by  the  di¬ 
rect  method,  manual  control  of  the 
transmitter  must  be  resumed  with  a  li¬ 
censed  operator  of  the  proper  class  on 
duty,  unless  the  ATS  has  a  means  to 
monitor  and  adjust  the  transmitter  out¬ 
put  power  as  determined  by  the  indirect 
method. 


ATS  Operating  Power  Determination 
for  FM  and  TV  Stations 

23.  Under  existing  rules  the  output 
power  of  FM  transmitters  and  the  aural 
transmitter  of  TV  stations  may  be  de¬ 
termined  by  one  of  two  methods  at  the 
option  of  the  licensee.  The  first  method — 
the  indirect  method — is  based  on  the 
product  of  the  final  amplifier  plate  volt¬ 
age,  plate  current,  and  an  efficiency 
factor  as  established  by  the  manufac¬ 
turer  at  the  time  the  transmitter  design 
data  was  submitted  to  the  Commission 
for  type  acceptance.  This  method  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  numerous  errors  resulting  from  a 
number  of  factors.  Some  licensees  have 
reported  that  the  actual  measured  output 
power  may  differ  from  the  output  power 
calculated  using  the  indirect  method  of 
determination  by  as  much  as  15  to  20%. 
Most  FM  licensees  determine  the  operat¬ 
ing  power  by  this  less  accurate  indirect 
method  because  additional  equipment  is 
required  to  determine  output  power  by 
the  direct  method  as  explained  below. 

24.  The  direct  method  of  output  power 
measurement  for  FM  and  TV  stations  as 
provided  for  in  the  rules  utilizes  the  in¬ 
dications  of  a  meter  in  the  output  termi¬ 
nals  of  the  transmitter  that  will  indicate 
the  power,  voltage,  or  current  in  the 
transmission  line  to  the  antenna  at  that 
point.  The  accuracy  and  calibration  of 
this  meter  must  be  checked  at  intervals 
not  exceeding  six  months  by  using  an  in¬ 
dependent  RF  power  wattmeter  and  a 
dummy  load  (a  non-radiating  artificial 
antenna  with  known  resistance).  TV 
stations  must  use  this  procedure  for  de¬ 
termining  output  power  of  the  visual 
transmitter  and  usually  determining  the 
aural  transmitter  output  power  thi.\same 
way  because  they  have  the  necessary 
calibration  equipment  available. 

25.  Similar  to  problems  encountered  in 
AM  station  power  determinations,  any 
changes  in  the  impedance  of  the  circuit 
where  the  transmission  line  meter  is  lo¬ 
cated  will  affect  the  accuracy  of  the  in¬ 
dicated  output  power.  The  actual  output 
power  radiated  or  absorbed  by  the  an¬ 
tenna  system  can  be  indicated  by  a  de¬ 
vice  that  would  indicate  the  net  differ¬ 
ence  in  the  indication  of  power  flowing 
toward  the  antenna  and  the  power  re¬ 
flected  back  from  the  antenna  to  the 
transmitter.  There  is  general  agreement 
that  the  most  accurate  and  practical 
method  of  FM  and  TV  output  power  de¬ 
termination  for  ATS  w’ould  be  to  use  the 
direct  method.  Further,  it  would  be  even 
more  desirable  to  utilize  a  device  that 
would  indicate  the  actual  net  power  be¬ 
ing  delivered  to  the  antenna  rather  than 
a  device  that  is  calibrated  at  periodic  in¬ 
tervals  and  that  may  give  erroneous  in¬ 
dications  during  period  when  weather  or 
other  conditions  may  affect  the  normal 
antenna  functioning.  This  approach  will 
be  taken  in  the  ATS  rules. 

Audio  Modulation — Level  Control 

26.  Respondents  indicated  that  exist¬ 
ing  audio  processing  devices  (limiting 
amplifiers)  were  sufficient  to  control 
modulation  to  levels  within  existing  rule 
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standards,  however.  Commission  experi¬ 
ence  indicates  otherwise.  Nearly  all 
broadcast  stations  utilize  limiting  am¬ 
plifiers,  yet  several  hundred  violation 
notices  are  issued  each  year  for  excessive 
modulation.  Responses  to  the  violation 
notices  indicate  that  the  overmodulation 
was  caused  by  misadjustment  or  mal¬ 
functioning  of  the  limiter  amplifiers, 
operator  carelessness,  program  signal 
characteristics,  power  line  voltage  fluc¬ 
tuations,  or  component  changes  within 
the  transmitter.  Therefore  we  believe 
that  the  ATS  must  incorporate  an  addi¬ 
tional  modulation  level  control  circuit 
responding  to  the  transmitter  output, 
that  sustained  over  modulation  activate 
an  alarm,  and  if  correction  is  not  made 
within  three  hours,  the  transmitter  will 
turn  off. 

27.  The  Commission  received  several 
comments  that  there  is  no  need  to  re¬ 
quire  ATS  equipment  to  maintain  a 
minimum  modulation  level,  and  in  fact 
this  would  not  be  desirable  for  some  types 
of  program  material.  We  agree  that  the 
ATS  standards  should  not  be  concerned 
with  the  problem  of  maintaining  a  mini¬ 
mum  level  of  modulation  during  regular 
programming,  and  therefore  do  not  pro¬ 
pose  that  ATS  standards  include  equip¬ 
ment  to  continuously  maintain  a  certain 
level  of  minimum  modulation.  We  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  ATS  system  should  moni¬ 
tor  and  respond  to  a  condition  of  loss  of 
modulation  or  sustained  periods  of  ex¬ 
tremely  low  levels  of  modulation  that 
would  indicate  a  malfunction  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  circuits  to  the  transmitter  or  the 
transmitter  modulator  circuits.  Sensing 
devices  to  detect  loss  or  reduction  in  pro¬ 
gram  signal  level  have  been  readily  avail¬ 
able  for  several  years.  We  believe  that 
a  loss  of  modulation  or  modulation  not 
exceeding  25%  for  a  period  of  five  min¬ 
utes  would  indicate  a  system  defect  and 
should  cause  a  signal  alarm.  If  normal 
modulation  is  not  restored  within  one 
hour,  the  station  transmission  should 
terminate. 

Automatic  Control  of  Operating  Hours 

28.  Both  the  operating  hours,  and  AM 
station  power  and  antenna  modes  can  be 
easily  controlled  by  a  properly  designed 
time  clock.  For  reliable  operation  the 
clock  must  have  provision  to  continue 
running  in  the  event  of  primary  power 
line  failures  to  insure  mode  switching  in 
accordance  with  the  license  terms.  Fur¬ 
ther,  the  accuracy  of  the  clock  must  be 
maintained  to  within  ±  minute.  We  do 
not  believe  it  would  be  desirable  to  turn 
on  the  station  by  time  clock  and  there¬ 
fore  propose  that  the  station  turn-on  be 
manually  initiated.  However,  daytime 
stations  or  those  with  specified  operating 
hours  must  use  an  automatic  turn-off 
control  function  since  the  person  at  the 
alarm  signal  location  may  be  involved  in 
other  duties  at  the  prescribed  sign-off 
time.  For  other  stations  on  an  unlimited 
operating  schedule  or  not  required  to 
make  operating  mode  changes,  a  clock 
control  function  would  be  optional.  AM 
daytime  stations,  those  with  specified 
hours,  or  those  using  more  than  one  mode 
of  operation  must  Install  a  clock  system 


that  would  automatically  adjust  the 
switching  times  for  the  following  month 
(or  change  between  standard  and  ad¬ 
vanced  time  periods)  at  midnight  on  the 
last  day  of  each  month.  Even  though 
turn-off  time  is  controlled  by  a  clock 
function,  provision  must  be  made  to 
manually  terminate  operation  at  any 
hour.  It  would  not  be  necessary  to  utilize 
a  time  clock  system  to  control  the  operat¬ 
ing  hours  each  day  individually  to  ac¬ 
commodate  variation  in  programming 
schedules  within  the  authorized  hours 
of  operation.  All  repairs,  calibrations  and 
adjustments  to  the  control  clock  must 
be  made  by  the  station’s  first  class  opera¬ 
tor  and  notations  thereof  made  in  the 
maintenance  log. 

ATS  Directional  Antenna  Systems 

29.  Respondents  commenting  on  sta¬ 
tions  utilizing  directional  antenna  sys¬ 
tems  unanimously  agreed  that  such  sta¬ 
tions  could  be  permitted  to  utilize  ATS. 
There  was  some  variation  in  details  of 
the  approach  to  be  taken.  Generally  it 
was  believed  that  automatic  adjustment 
of  amplitude  and  phase  of  the  RF  cur¬ 
rents  in  the  antenna  elements  would  be 
undesirable,  unnecessary,  or  excessively 
complex.  Directional  antennas  could  be 
ATS  operated  under  existing  standards 
on  a  go-no-go  basis  or  with  an  alarm  for 
out  of  tolerance  condition.  WGN  Con¬ 
tinental  suggested  that  the  licensee  must 
prove  stability  of  the  antenna  system  to 
the  Commission  to  obtain  an  ATS  au¬ 
thorization.  Computer  technology  does 
exist  that  would  facilitate  automatic  ad¬ 
justment  of  directional  antenna  operat¬ 
ing  parameters.  Automatic  adjustment 
of  parameters  may  not  be  necessary  for 
many  directional  antennas  that  are  very 
stable,  and  could  be  very  expensive  for 
complex  antenna  systems.  We  therefore 
do  not  believe  it  would  be  necessary  to 
require  all  stations  with  directional  an¬ 
tennas  using  ATS  to  install  equipment 
to  automatically  adjust  directional  an¬ 
tenna  parameters  except  as  discussed 
with  reference  to  those  few  stations  with 
antennas  of  critical  parameter  toler¬ 
ances.  Of  course,  stations  wishing  to  in¬ 
stall  such  equipment  would  be  free  to  do 
so. 

30.  As  pointed  out  above  in  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  automatic  power  adjustment,  poor 
stability  of  the  system  which  causes  fre¬ 
quent  disruption  of  the  transmitted  sig¬ 
nal  or  alarm  conditions,  will  not  be  tol¬ 
erated  by  a  conscientious  licensee.  We 
will,  however,  expect  that  licensees  of 
stations  with  directional  antennas  have 
them  in  proper  operating  condition  prior 
to  using  ATS. 

31.  Practical  experience  indicates  that 
directional  antenna  systems  will  have 
minor  variations  in  the  relative  current 
ratios  and  phases  caused  by  changing 
weather  conditions.  We  could  not  expect 
the  licensee  to  terminate  operations  or 
attempt  major  adjustments  to  compen¬ 
sate  for  these  temporary  variations.  The 
licensee  should  be  aware  of  the  out  of 
tolerance  condition  so  that  further  ob¬ 
servation  and,  if  appropriate,  adjust¬ 
ments  can  be  initiated.  Severe  out  of 
tolera  conditions  indicating  a  major 


problem  should  result  in  Immediate 
termination  of  station  transmissions. 

32.  Since  the  degree  of  variation  in  di¬ 
rectional  antehna  parameters  may  have  < 

differing  effects  on  the  radiated  field  de¬ 
pending  on  the  design  of  a  particular  di¬ 
rectional  antenna  system,  it  was  sug¬ 
gested  by  CBS  that  tolerance  limits  for 

each  directional  antenna  system  be  es¬ 
tablished  on  a  case-by-case  basis.  Such 
an  analysis  could  be  very  complex,  re¬ 
quiring  not  only  theoretical  calculations 
but  also  validation  by  extensive  field 
measurements.  We  do  not  believe  that 
such  an  analysis  should  be  required  for 
ATS,  and  therefore  proposed  that  direc¬ 
tional  antennas  can  be  monitored  and 
operated  according  to  existing  standards 
or  license  specifications. 

33.  The  size  and  shape  of  the  radiated 
field  is  the  ultimate  critical  factor,  and 
the  operating  parameters  as  shown  by 
the  base  current  and  the  antenna  moni¬ 
tor  indications  are  only  a  guide  to  the  ex¬ 
pected  antenna  performance.  We  believe 
that  the  existing  standards  of  relative 
antenna  element  current  ratios  of  5% 
and  relative  phase  tolerance  of  ±3*  of 
the  licensed  values  are  sufficient  for  ATS 
purposes.  Whenever  any  of  the  direc¬ 
tional  antenna  parameters  exceed  these 
tolerances  the  ATS  system  must  termi¬ 
nate  the  station  radiations  immediately 
or  alternatively  signal  an  out  of  tolerance 
alarm  with  a  one  hour  delay  before 
transmitter  shut  down.  If  the  parameters 
exceed  current  amplitude  ratio  deviation 
of  10%  or  relative  phase  from  ±6"  the 
licensed  specification,  the  ATS  system  • 
shall  cause  the  transmissions  to  termi¬ 
nate  immediately.  With  the  adoption  by 
the  Commission  of  rules  on  February  4, 

1975  (Docket  19692:  PCC  76-101)  to  es¬ 
tablish  standards  for  antenna  sampling 
systems,  stations  using  an  approved  sam- 
pllny  system  may  rely  on  that  system  to 
indicate  the  relative  amplitude  and 
phases  of  the  RF  currents  in  the  antenna 
elements.  Those  stations  without  an  ap¬ 
proved  sampling  system  will  be  required 
to  analyze  both  the  antenna  base  and 
sample  loop  currents  and  the  relative 
current  phases  as  part  of  the  ATS  con¬ 
trol  and  alarm  functions. 

34.  Those  few  stations  using  critical  di¬ 
rectional  antenna  systems  having  special 
parameter  tolerance  limits  specified  in 
the  station  authorization  are  now  re¬ 
quired  to  have  a  first  class  radiotelephone 
operator  on  duty  at  all  times  so  that  any 
deviation  from  the  licensed  specifications 
can  be  immediately  analyzed  and  correc¬ 
tive  action  taken  when  necessary.  These 
critical  antenna  systems  are  authorized 
only  after  extensive  study  to  insure  they 
can  be  operated  without  causing  interfer¬ 
ence  to  other  stations  when  maintained 
within  the  special  tolerances  specified. 

We  believe  that  these  antenna  systems 
could  also  be  operated  as  part  of  an  ATS 
if  equipment  is  used  to  analyze  and  auto¬ 
matically  maintain  the  parameters 
within  the  license  terms. 

Provision  for  Operating  During 
Emergency 

35.  When  necessary  to  the  safety  of  life 
and  property,  licensees  of  AM  broadcast 
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stations  may  transmit  emergency  warn¬ 
ings  and  Information  with  daytime  facil¬ 
ities  during  nighttime  hours.  We  believe 
that  provision  should  be  made  within  the 
ATS  operating  standards  to  permit 
transmission  of  emergency  information 
by  overriding  the  regular  control  clock 
system.  Such  must  not  be  cumbersome  to 
implement  in  the  shortest  practical  time 
yet  have  some  safeguard  to  prevent  in¬ 
advertent  loss  of  normal  ATS  controls. 
We  therefore  propose  that  stations  utiliz¬ 
ing  ATS  may  install  an  emergency  oper¬ 
ation  switch  that  will  override  the  nor¬ 
mal  time  clock  switching  control  func¬ 
tions.  This  switch  is  to  be  located  at  the 
ATS  alarm  location  and  must  be  reacti¬ 
vated  for  continued  emergency  operation 
at  intervals  not  exceeding  one  hour.  Fail¬ 
ure  to  reactivate  this  emergency  opera¬ 
tion  switch  will  cause  the  station  to  re¬ 
vert  to  normal  operations.  We  believe 
that  a  time  limited  switch  will  be  ade¬ 
quate  to  prevent  serious  inadvertent  vio¬ 
lative  operation.  Use  of  this  emergency 
operation  switch  to  curcumvent  the  ATS 
control  system,  except  for  valid  emer¬ 
gency  operations,  wil  be  considered  as  a 
serious  violation. 

Special  ATS  Consideration  for  FM  Sta¬ 
tions  Transmitting  Stereophonic 

Programs  or  SCA  Services 

36.  Since  stations  using  ATS  will  not 
be  required  to  have  a  modulation  moni¬ 
tor  at  the  program  control  center,  the 
ATS  system  for  FM  stations  transmitting 
stereophonic  programs  must  include  an 
alarm  for  the  19  kHz  pilot  carrier  modu¬ 
lation  tolerances.  Stations  transmitting 
SCA  services  must  also  include  an  auto¬ 
matic  adjustment  alarm  for  the  modula¬ 
tion  level  of  the  SCA  subcarrier,  as  well 
as  an  alarm  for  excessive  SCA  Injection 
modulation  of  the  FM  carrier  frequency. 
Since  deviation  from  the  standards  for 
stereophonic  and  SCA  signals  would  not 
cause  harmful  interference  to  other  li¬ 
censees,  but  would  primarily  result  in  de¬ 
graded  service,  automatic  turn  off  would 
not  be  required. 

Special  ATS  Considerations  for  “TV 
Services 

37.  The  following  video  modulation  and 
signal  parameters  can  be  maintained 
through  the  use  of  a  VIR  signal  and  au¬ 
tomatic  video  correctors: 

Transmitter  output  power 
Reference  white  level 
Blanking  level 
Color  burst  ampUtude 
Burst  phase  (relative  to  VIR) 

Set  up 

Sync  ampUtude  to  picture  signal  ratio 
Chrominance  to  luminance  ratio 

38.  Some  existing  transmitters  are  al¬ 
ready  capable  of  maintaining  some  of 
these  parameters  automatically.  The  TV 
ATS  will  be  required  to  have  the  capabil¬ 
ity  to  make  these  adjustments  within  the 
transmitter  input-output  loop.  However, 
the  loop  may  include  other  elements  in 
the  program  transmission  line.  The  au¬ 
tomatic  correctors  must  permit  the 
transmission  of  VTT  signals  without 
causing  over  modulation. 

39.  With  the  exception  of  over  power 
operation,  there  would  be  no  need  to 


terminate  the  station's  transmissions  in 
the  event  that  these  specific  signal  pa¬ 
rameters  reached  an  out  of  tolerance 
condition.  The  Video  ATS  system  must 
have  some  means  of  notifying  the  li¬ 
censee  when  the  video  correction  process 
is  malfunctioning.  An  alarm  is  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  ATS  system,  which  will 
either  indicate  the  specific  malfunction 
at  the  alarm  location  or  at  the  transmit¬ 
ter  site.  The  alarms  can  only  be  reset 
manually  at  the  transmitter  site  upon 
correction  of  the  malfunction,  or  upon 
resuming  manual  operator  control. 

Periodic  Transmitter  Inspections 

40.  Under  existing  rules  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions  require,  as  a  minimum,  weekly  in¬ 
spections  and  calibrations  of  the  trans¬ 
mitting  and  monitoring  equipment.  AM 
stations  using  directional  antennas  and 
also  operating  by  remote  control  or  em¬ 
ploying  Third  Class  licensed  operators 
have  several  additional  requirements. 

41.  The  monitoring  and  control  func¬ 
tions  of  ATS  will,  in  part,  eliminate  or 
reduce  the  need  for  the  frequent  inspec¬ 
tions  and  meter  readings.  We  believe 
that  a  very  limited  inspection  and  ATS 
testing  schedule  should  be  retained  un¬ 
til  some  record  or  practical  operation 
with  ATS  is  obtained.  We  propose  that 
at  least  one  inspection  of  the  transmit¬ 
ter  site  per  month  be  required.  During 
this  monthly  Inspection  the  operation  of 
ATS  limit  and  alarm  circuits  should  be 
checked,  transmitter  and  antenna  me¬ 
tering  be  read  and  logged,  frequencies  of 
carrier  and  stereo  Injection  pilot  be 
measured,  fields  at  directional  antenna 
monitoring  points  measured,  and  cali¬ 
bration  of  all  monitors  and  control  cir¬ 
cuits  verified.  Results  of  the  inspections 
and  any  necessary  repairs  and  adjust¬ 
ments  are  to  be  entered  in  the  mainte¬ 
nance  log  similar  to  the  existing  log  pro¬ 
cedures.  Stations  using  ATS  for  only  a 
portion  of  the  broadcast  day  must  com¬ 
ply  with  all  existing  rules  for  all  non 
ATS  operations. 

Maintenance  Personnel  for  ATS 

42.  The  installation  and  use  of  ATS 
equipment  by  broadcast  stations  will  be 
considered  the  same  as  the  use  of  any 
other  new  technology  with  respect  to  the 
licensing  of  operators  performing  in¬ 
spection  and  maintenance  of  transmit¬ 
ting  equipment.  Each  licensee  bears  the 
responsibility  for  employing  and  train¬ 
ing  persons  to  competently  maintain  the 
station  equipment.  Several  of  those  com¬ 
menting  on  the  subject  of  ATS  mainte¬ 
nance  personnel  suggested  that  the  rules 
permit  “qualified  persons”  to  maintain 
ATS  equipment,  including  factory  serv¬ 
ice  technicians  and  consulting  engineers, 
with  a  licensed  operator  responsible  for 
making  routine  inspections  and  adjust¬ 
ments.  There  is  nothing  in  the  present 
rules  that  prevent  qualified  technical 
specialists  who  may  not  hold  operator 
licenses  from  installing  or  making  re¬ 
pairs  on  broadcast  transmitting  equip¬ 
ment.  A  licensed  operator  is  required  to 
be  on  duty  only  when  the  station  is  actu¬ 
ally  transmitting  a  signal.  When  tests 
and  adjustments  are  being  made  to  the 
transmitting  system  while  it  is  radiating 


energy,  the  operator  on  duty  in  charge 
of  the  transmitter  must  hold  a  First 
Class  Radiotelephone  Operator  license.  A 
station  receiving  an  authorization  to  op¬ 
erate  ATS,  need  not  employ  a  First  Class 
Operator  on  a  full  time  basis,  but  may 
employ  such  operators  on  a  part  time, 
or  contract  arrangement  to  perform  re¬ 
quired  inspections,  measurements,  and 
determine  that  the  station  is  function¬ 
ing  properly  at  the  conclusion  of  repairs 
and  adjustments. 

ATS  Station  Logs  and  Records 

43.  A  station  using  ATS  as  proposed 
would  have  no  requirement  to  keep  an 
operating  log  with  a  record  of  periodic 
transmitter  meter  readings  or  control 
functions.  There  are  certain  other  oper¬ 
ating  records  that  must  be  maintained 
in  connection  with  other  station  obliga¬ 
tions  such  as  participation  in  the  EBS 
operations,  FAA  notifications  of  tower 
light  failures,  etc.  These  items  may  be 
kept  in  an  “operating  log”  or  in  an  at¬ 
tachment  to  the  maintenance  or  pro¬ 
gram  log.  The  requirements  to  keep  a 
maintenance  log  showing  the  results  of 
transmitter  and  ATS  inspections,  anten¬ 
na  field  measurements,  repairs  and  ad¬ 
justments,  tower  lighting  equipment  in¬ 
spections,  and  experimental  period  oper¬ 
ations  will  be  retained.  Upon  resump¬ 
tion  of  manual  control  of  the  station  at 
either  the  transmitter  site  or  authorized 
remote  control  location,  an  operating  log 
will  be  required  as  under  the  existing 
rules. 

Other  Considerations 

44.  In  developing  a  proposed  ATS  sys¬ 
tem  we  attempted  to  anticipate  many  of 
the  practical  problems  licensees  would 
encounter  in  operating  with  an  ATS.  The 
Notice  of  Inquiry  included  a  number  of 
questions  on  these  problems  that  the 
staff  envisioned,  but  the  respondents  to 
the  Notice  did  not  address  many  of  those 
questions,  nor  were  others  presented  to 
the  Commission  for  consideration  in  con¬ 
tinuing  with  this  proceeding.  We  there¬ 
fore  encourage  the  industry  to  carefully 
study  and  comment,  not  only  on  the 
specific  standards  of  ATS  operation  being 
proposed,  but  also  on  any  other  aspect 
of  ATS  that  the  Commission  should  con¬ 
sider  in  preparing  the  Report  and  Order 
that  will  include  the  specific  rules  to  im¬ 
plement  ATS.  The  comments  should  in¬ 
clude  recommended  guidance  or  sug¬ 
gested  rules  on  those  items  covered  in 
this  Notice  or  others  that  should  be 
brought  to  our  attention.  The  implemen¬ 
tation  of  ATS  will  involve  changes  in 
numerous  rules  covering  administrative, 
technical,  and  operational  matters.  Hie 
specific  amendments  to  be  developed  in 
this  proceeding  will,  of  necessity,  require 
extensive  modifications  of  the  existing 
rules. 

Procedural  Matters 

45.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  proposed  herein  is  con¬ 
tained  in  Sections  4(1),  303(j)  and  318 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 
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46.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  forth  In  $  1.415  of  the  Commission's 
Rules,  interested  persons  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  June  11,  1976,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  July  12, 
1976.  All  relevant  and  timely  comments 
and  reply  comments  will  be  considerered 
by  the  Commission  before  final  action  is 
taken  in  this  proceeding.  In  reaching  its 
decision  in  this  proceeding,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  also  take  into  account  specific 
information  before  it,  in  addition  to  the 
specific  comments  invited  by  this  Notice. 

47.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  Rules,  an  original  and 
11  copies  of  all  comments,  reply  com¬ 
ments,  pleadings,  briefs,  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  the  Commission. 
In  an  effort  to  obtain  the  widest  possible 
response  in  this  proceeding,  especially 
from  small  market  stations,  Informal 
comments  (without  extra  copies)  will  be 
accepted. 

Adopted:  March  19,  1976. 

Released:  April  8, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Cleveland  Broadcasters,  Inc.  (WERE) 
Association  of  Federal  Communications  Con¬ 
sulting  Engineers  (AFCCE) 

Pacific  FM  Incorporated,  et  al.  (KIOI) 
KOOL  Radio-TV  Incorporated  ( KOOL) 
Golden  West  Broadcasters  (KTLA-TV) 
Harris  Corporation  (Harris) 

Swanco  Broadcasting  Co.  (Swanco) 

Leo  S.  Parr  (Parr) 

A.  Earl  Cullum  Jr.,  and  Associates  (Cullum) 
J.  G.  Roundtree,  Consulting  Engineering 
(Roundtree) 

Belo  Broadcasting  Corporation  (WFAA) 
National  Association  of  FM  Broadcasters 
(NAFMB) 

Public  Broadcasting  Service  (PBS) 
Association  for  Broadcast  Engineering  Stand¬ 
ards  (ABES) 

Westlnghouse  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc. 
(Group  W) 

KHON-TV,  Incorporated  (KHON) 

Electronic  Industries  Association  (EIA) 
National  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.  (NBC) 
National  Association  of  Broadcasters  (NAB) 
Doubleday  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.  (DBC) 
WON  Continental  Broadcasting  Oo.  (WON) 
Heftel  Broadcasting-Honolulu,  Inc.  (KGBM- 
TV) 

Society  of  Broadcast  Engineers  (SBE) 

CBS  Incorporated  (CBS) 

American  Broadcasting  Companies,  Inc. 
(ABC) 

Proposed  Standards  fob  Broadcast  Station 
Automatic  Transmission  Systems 

1.  All  AM,  FM  and  TV  broadcast  stations 
may  use  Automatic  Transmission  Systems. 
Normally,  prior  authority  from  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  not  be  required,  however,  AM  sta¬ 
tions  wishing  to  operate  directional  antenna 
systems  as  part  of  ATS  will  be  required  to 
submit  certain  advanced  showings.  Other 
stations  may  commence  using  ATS  upon 
notification  to  the  Commission. 

2.  ATS  will  be  optional  with  the  licensees 
as  a  third  method  of  operating  broadcast 
station  transmitting  equipment.  ATS  may  be 
used  for  a  portion  of  the  broadcast  schedule 


1  Commissioner  Hooks  concurred  in  result. 


or  may  install  those  ATS  features  that  the 
licensee  finds  desirable. 

3.  Until  {  318  of  the  Communications  Act 
is  amended  an  employee  of  the  licensee  hold¬ 
ing  at  least  a  restricted  operator  permit  must 
be  on  continuous  duty  at  the  station,  studio 
or  other  authorized  location  and  have  the 
ability  to: 

A.  Monitor  the  station's  main  and  SC  A 
program  transmission  off-air. 

B.  Turn  the  transmitter  on  and  off. 

C.  Take  appropriate  action  under  instruc¬ 
tion  and  guidance  provided  by  the  licensee 
in  event  of  a  transmitter  malfunction  or 
receipt  of  an  ATS  alarm  signal,  and  when 
necessary,  respond  to  an  EBS  alert  condition. 

4.  The  station  operator  may  be  assigned 
to  other  duties  to  the  extent  that  they  per¬ 
mit  continuous  monitoring  of  the  station’s 
program  and  alarm  signals,  and  terminate 
the  station's  transmissions.  Person  on  duty 
must  be  employee  of  licensee  and  at  a  loca¬ 
tion  at  all  times  at  which  the  alarm  signal 
can  be  observed  and  station  transmission 
monitored.  Upon  receipt  of  an  alarm  signal, 
the  person  on  duty  will  immediately  attempt 
to  contact  the  station’s  first  class  operator 
and  follow  other  instructions  provided  by  the 
licensee. 

5.  Stations  installing  ATS  systems  that  in¬ 
corporate  controls  and  alarms  for  all  speci¬ 
fied  functions  will  not  be  required  to  have 
a  first-class  radio- telephone  licensed  operator 
in  full  time  employment.  Rather,  the  licensee 
may  employ  on  a  part  time  or  contract  basis 
the  first-class  operator  to  be  responsible  for 
necessary  inspections,  measurements,  and 
transmitter  adjustments.  Unlicensed  engi¬ 
neers  and  technicians  may  participate  in  the 
repair  and  adjustment  of  the  transmitting 
system,  however,  a  first-class  radiotelephone 
operator  must  be  on  duty  In  charge  of  the 
transmitter  during  all  on-air  testing  and 
adjustments  and  to  determine  that  the 
transmission  system  is  functioning  properly 
at  the  conclusion  of  maintenance  work.  Edu¬ 
cational  non-commercial  FM  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions  licensed  to  operate  with  a  transmitter 
output  power  of  not  more  than  1000  watts 
may  employ  second-class  operators  In  lieu 
of  first-class  operators. 

6.  The  output  power  of  all  stations  using 
ATS  will  be  determined  normally  by  the  di¬ 
rect  method.  FM  and  TV  transmitter  output 
power  sensing  devices  must  determine  the 
net  difference  between  forward  and  reflected 
power.  The  ATS  power  determining  circuits 
must  have  a  means  of  detecting  either  a 
change  in  the  impedance  of  the  circuit  at  the 
point  where  the  power  Is  measured  or  a 
change  in  the  input  power  to  the  final  ampli¬ 
fier  that  would  indicate  a  change  in  antenna 
Impedance  or  transmitter  efficiency.  Under 
abnormal  antenna  conditions,  periods  of  an¬ 
tenna  construction,  etc.,  stations  may  use 
ATS  equipment  capable  of  determining 
power  by  the  indirect  method  or  by  operat¬ 
ing  the  station  under  manual  control  with  a 
licensed  operator  of  the  proper  class  on  duty 
in  charge  of  the  transmitter. 

7.  Existing  transmitters  may  be  retrofitted 
with  a  “black  box”  that  will  accomplish 
ATS.  The  licensee  either  use  commercially 
supplied  equipment  or  design  and  construct 
their  own.  It  will  be  the  licensees  responsi¬ 
bility  to  insure  that  the  ATS  control  equip¬ 
ment  meets  their  own  requirements  and  the 
Commission's  standards. 

8.  ATS  monitoring  and  control  functions 
include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  the  following: 

A.  Output  power  (direct  method) . 

B.  Modulation  (main  carrier  and  stereo 
and  SCA  subcarriers) . 

C.  Loss  of  audio  signal  or  sustained  ab¬ 
normal  low  level  modulation. 

D.  Time  clock  and  mode  switching  for  AM 
stations  when  required. 


E.  Tower  lighting. 

F.  Changes  in  antenna  impedance  or  final 
amplified  efficiency. 

G.  Directional  antenna  parameters. 

H.  Control  ad  alarm  center. 

I.  Completion  of  power  or  antenna  mode 
changes  at  required  times. 

J.  Activation  of  an  auxiliary  transmitter. 

When  used,  the  above  functions  will  be  mon¬ 
itored  continuously  except  for  directional 
antenna  parameters  which  may  be  sequen¬ 
tially  checked  at  least  once  every  15  minutes 

9.  Failsafe  transmitter  shut-off  will  be  re¬ 
quired  for  the  following  ATS  functions  when 
used: 

A.  Power  exceeding  tolerance  range  of  90- 
105%  of  authorized  power  If  alarm  is  not 
reset  within  three  hours. 

B.  Power  exceeding  tolerance  range  of  80 
110%  at  any  time. 

C.  Loss  of  control  or  alarm  circuit  func¬ 
tions  at  alarm  center. 

D.  Failure  of  mode  switching  clock. 

E.  Over  modulation  with  three  hour  delay 
before  turn-off. 

F.  Loss  of  audio  signal  or  abnormal  low 
modulation  for  one  hour. 

G.  Substantial  antenna  failure,  or  out  of 
tolerance  condition  of  directional  antenna. 

H.  Failure  of  any  portion  of  the  ATS  mon¬ 
itoring  and  control  equipment. 

10.  AM  daytime  stations,  stations  with 
specified  hours,  or  those  required  to  change 
modes  during  the  broadcast  day  must  be 
equipped  with  a  time  clock  to  control  mode 
switching  that  is  capable  of  operating  on  a 
reserve  source  of  power  (electrical  or  me¬ 
chanical  )  for  a  48  hour  period  in  the  event  of 
failure  of  the  main  power  source.  The  clock 
shall  accomplish  sign  off  and  mode  switching 
within  one  minute  of  the  times  authorized 
by  the  station  license.  Clock  must  be  capable 
of  being  programmed  In  advance  to  adjust 
switching  times  on  the  first  day  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  month  or  on  the  first  day  when  chang¬ 
ing  between  standard  and  advanced  time 
periods. 

11.  ATS  must  have  circuits  to  automa¬ 
tically  adjust  and  maintain  the  transmitter 
output  power  and  maximum  peak  audio 
modulation  within  the  prescribed  tolerances. 
Modulation  controlling  circuit  must  be  re¬ 
sponsive  to  modulate  signal  of  the  trans¬ 
mitter  output. 

12.  The  ATS  shall  be  equipped  with  fea¬ 
tures  that  will  permit  the  testing  of  the 
functioning  and  calibration  of  the  tolerance 
limit  alarm  and  transmitter  turn-off  circuits. 
Testing  may  be  accomplished  without  turn¬ 
ing  off  the  transmitter  or  causing  program 
Interruptions.  The  test  function  switch  must 
be  of  a  type  that  is  manually  held  on  during 
testing  or  equipped  with  a  time  delay  so 
that  it  can  not  be  accidentally  left  In  a 
condition  overriding  automatic  shut-off 
functions. 

13.  ATS  may  incorporate  facilities  to  switch 
between  main  and  alternate  main  or  auxiliary 
transmitters  if  they  are  also  controlled  by 
the  ATS  equipment.  Automatic  logging  of 
operating  parameters  would  be  optional. 

14.  The  ATS  system  will  not  be  required  to 
maintain  a  minimum  modulation  level  for 
normal  program  material.  Loss  of  modulation 
or  sustained  modulation  below  26%  due  to 
abnormal  conditions  will  require  an  alarm 
with  transmitter  turn-off  If  problem  not  cor¬ 
rected  within  one  hour.  Transmitter  must  be 
maintained  In  condition  to  operate  at  full 
power  and  modulation  levels. 

16.  Output  power  exceeding  the  range  90% 
to  105%  of  authorized  power  will  cause  an 
alarm  signal.  If  the  problem  Is  not  corrected 
and  the  alarm  signal  reset  within  three  hours 
station  transmissions  will  terminate.  If  the 
power  falls  below  80%  or  above  110%  of 
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authorized  power,  the  transmission*  will 
terminate  Immediately. 

16.  Required  ATS  alarm  signals  can  be 
turned  off  or  reset  only  at  the  transmitter 
site.  If  the  problem  causing  the  alarm  condi¬ 
tion  Is  not  corrected,  the  alarm  signal  can  be 
turned  off  only  upon  resumption  of  manual 
control  of  the  station  by  a  qualified  operator 
holding  the  proper  class  of  license  on  duty 
In  charge  of  the  transmitter. 

17.  The  following  ATS  functions  or  fea¬ 
tures  would  be  considered  optional  to  be  used 
at  the  discretion  of  the  licensee: 

A.  Alert  signals  Indicating  a  condition  ap¬ 
proaching  turn-off. 

B.  Automatic  logging  of  operating  para¬ 
meters. 

C.  Indicators  showing  cause  of  alarm  or 
turn-off  condition. 

18.  AM  stations  may  have  a  control  switch 
at  the  ATS  alarm  center  that  can  be  activated 
by  a  licensed  operator  to  initiate  emergency 
operation  as  provided  for  in  Section  73.98. 
This  switch  must  Incorporate  a  timing  circuit 
requiring  manual  reactivation  at  Intervals 
not  greater  than  one  hour.  This  switch  cir¬ 
cuit  may  override  either  the  operating  hours 
or  power  reduction  functions  of  the  ATS  con¬ 
trols,  or  both. 

19.  AM  stations  wishing  to  use  ATS  must 
measure  the  antenna  or  common  point  Im¬ 
pedance,  and  make  a  directional  antenna 
partial  proof  of  performance  to  determine 
that  the  antenna  system  to  be  functioning 
properly.  Partial  proof  measurements  will  be 
made  at  three  year  Intervals. 

20.  ATS  for  stations  utilizing  directional 
antennas  must  provide  alarm  signals  when 
the  ratios  of  antenna  base  and  sample  loop 
current  Indications  exceed  5%  of  the  licensed 
ratios,  or  relative  current  phases  exceed  ±3* 
of  licensed  values,  and  the  transmissions 
terminated  within  one  hour  If  the  out  of 
tolerance  condition  Is  not  corrected  or  manual 
control  of  the  station  Is  not  resumed  at  the 
transmitter  site.  The  ATS  must  terminate 
the  station  radiations  Immediately  If  the 
current  amplitude  ratios  exceed  10%  or  the 
relative  phases  exceed  6*  of  the  licensed 
parameters.  Stations  utilizing  an  approved 
antenna  sampling  system  per  73.68  will  be 
required  to  monitor  the  sample  loop  current 
ratios  and  relative  current  phases.  Stations 
with  critical  directional  antenna  arrays  de¬ 
siring  to  use  ATS  for  the  antenna  will  need 
equipment  capable  of  automatically  adjust¬ 
ing  the  parameters. 

21.  Automatic  adjustment  of  the  stereo 
pilot  carrier  modulation  or  the  SCA  sub¬ 
carrier  Injection  level  will  not  be  required, 
however  the  ATS  must  Include  facilities  to 
alarm  out  of  tolerance  conditions  for  these 
FM  modulation  components.  The  ATS  for  PM 
stations  transmitting  SCA  signals  must  have 
modulating  level  control  and  over-modulation 
alarm  signal  provisions. 

22.  Tower  lighting  systems  may  be  equipped 
with  automatic  failure  alarms  In  lieu  of  a 
dally  manual  visual  observation  of  the  tower 
lighting.  The  alarm  Is  to  be  located  at  the 
point  where  the  station  operator  Is  on  duty 
and  must  remain  activated  until  the  exact 
nature  of  the  lighting  failure  Is  determined 
and  the  failure  corrected  or  the  FAA  notified. 

23.  All  ATS  stations  will  have  an  Inspection 
of  the  transmitting  system  at  least  once 
every  month  by  a  first  class  radiotelephone 
licensed  operator.  All  ATS  stations  having 
DA  Bystems  will  make  field  measurements 
once  every  30  days  unless  required  more 
frequently  by  73.69  and  73.70,  or  as  directed 
by  the  Commission. 

24.  An  Inspection  and  maintenance  log  or 
record  will  be  maintained  showing  the  results 
of  the  transmitting  equipment  Inspections, 
parameter  readings,  frequency  measurements, 
field  monitoring  point  measurements,  quar¬ 
terly  tower  lighting  equipment  Inspections, 


calibrations  of  the  antenna  monitor,  and 
the  ATS  control  and  alarm  limits,  and  nota¬ 
tions  of  all  tests,  adjustments  and  repairs. 

24.  Although  transmitter  meter  readings 
are  not  normally  required  when  a  station  Is 
using  ATS.  logging  of  certain  records  must 
be  kept  showing  hours  of  operation,  alarm 
signals  received,  EBS  alerts  received  and 
transmitted,  special  operations  during  emer¬ 
gencies.  notices  to  FAA  of  tower  lighting 
failures.  A  separate  operating  log  can  be  kept 
or  this  Information  can  be  incorporated  Into 
the  program  or  maintenance  log.  which  must 
be  maintained  under  existing  rules. 

26.  All  other  existing  standards  for  trans¬ 
mitter  design,  installation,  and  performance 
are  retained. 

| FR  Doc.76-10742  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


[47  CFR  Part  76  ] 

|FCC  76-310;  Docket  No.  20765] 

CABLE  TELEVISION  SYSTEMS 
Certain  Technical  Standards 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of  Part 
76  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to  modify 
certain  technical  standards  for  cable  tel¬ 
evision  systems. 

By  the  Commission: 

1.  The  Commission  has  now  received 
the  final  report  of  the  Cable  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  (CTAC)  consti¬ 
tuted  to  provide  to  the  Commission  tech¬ 
nical  information  to  give  a  sound  engi¬ 
neering  basis  for  possible  regulatory 
standards  of  good  engineering  practice 
in  the  cable  television  industry.1  A  num¬ 
ber  of  possible  modifications  of,  additions 
to,  and  deletions  from  existing  technical 
standards  of  the  Commission  have  been 
postponed  until  this  report  of  CTAC  was 
completed. 

2.  We  do  plan  to  consider  significant 
modifications  of  our  technical  rules, 
based  in  part  on  the  recommendations 
and  information  provided  by  CTAC.  This 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  is  a  small 
step  being  taken  to  clarify  as  quickly  as 
possible  a  few  provisions  which  are  caus¬ 
ing  unnecessary  burdens  or  confusion 
within  thq,  cable  television  industry.  The 
amendment  which  we  propose  for  Part 
76  of  the  Commission’s  rules  is  set  forth 
in  the  Appendix  attached. 

3.  This  proposed  Rulemaking  ad¬ 
dresses  four  items : 

(1)  A  clarification  of  the  scope  of  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  technical  rules,  based  on 
the  physical  characteristics  of  the  cable 
system  rather  than  on  the  basis  of  num¬ 
ber  of  communities  served. 


1  The  CTAC  Report  is  published  In  two 
volumes.  Volume  I  Is  the  CTAC  Steering 
Committee  Summarization  of  the  CTAC  ba¬ 
sic  report.  Volume  II  contains  the  detailed 
reports  of  the  CTAC  panels.  Volume  I  and 
the  three  parts  of  Volume  II  of  the  CTAC 
report  to  the  FCC,  FCC-CTB-75-01,  May 
1975,  may  be  purchased  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS)  In 
Springfield,  VA  22151.  Volume  I  (accession 
number  PB242575/LK)  costs  *7.25  In  paper 
and  *2.25  In  microfiche.  Parts  1,  2,  and  3  of 
Volume  n  are  distributed  under  NTIS  acces¬ 
sion  numbers  PB247808/AS,  PB247809/AS, 
and  PB247810/AS,  at  costs  of  *2.25  each  in 
microfiche  or  *9.25,  *10.00,  and  *9.25  In  paper. 


(2>  relaxation  of  frequency  standards 
in  the  case  of  certain  broadcast  televi¬ 
sion  signals  received  by  means  of  televi¬ 
sion  broadcast  translator  stations, 

(3)  clarification  of  the  frequency 
standards  for  cable  television  converters 
by  replacing  the  frequency  accuracy  re¬ 
quirement  by  a  frequency  stability  re¬ 
quirement,  and 

(4)  broadening  the  applicability  of  the 
requirement  for  a  minimum  ratio  of 
visual  signal  level  to  system  noise. 

Scope  op  Application 

4.  Section  76.5(a)  of  our  Rules,  in¬ 
cluding  an  associated  note,  defines  a 
cable  television  system  in  terms  of  the 
services  it  provides,  excludes  two  types 
of  facilities,  and  specifies  that  in  gen¬ 
eral,  each  separate  and  distinct  com¬ 
munity  or  municipal  entity  served  by 
cable  television  facilities  constitutes  a 
separate  cable  system,  even  though  there 
may  be  a  single  headend  and  identical 
ownership  of  the  physical  facilities.  Al¬ 
though  this  definition  is  appropriate  for 
many  of  our  actions,  it  does  not  lend  it¬ 
self  to  the  convenient  specification  of 
technical  standards  and  testing  proce¬ 
dures.* 

5.  In  particular,  our  present  require¬ 
ment  for  measurements  at  three  loca¬ 
tions  within  the  cable  system  places  arti¬ 
ficial  and  unnecessary  burdens  on  a  fa¬ 
cility  which  happens  to  serve  several 
communities. 

6.  We  note  that  our  original  intention, 
as  described  in  the  Cable  Television  Re¬ 
port  and  Order,*  was  not  to  require  the 
generation  of  marginally  useful  data  for 
ourselves,  but  to  encourage  each  cable 
operator  to  engage  in  systematic  per¬ 
formance  checking  and  preventive 
maintenance.  We  still  hold  to  this  inten¬ 
tion.  Thus  we  propose  to  apply  the  tech¬ 
nical  standards  of  Subpart  K  according 
to  the  physical  characteristics  of  the  sys¬ 
tems  rather  than  in  terms  of  communi¬ 
ties  served. 

7.  For  purposes  of  technical  standards, 
cable  television  systems  will  be  described 
in  terms  of  electrically  and  mechanically 
continuous  closed  or  shielded  transmis¬ 
sion  paths.  This  implies  that  separate 
sets  of  cable  which  serve  the  same  com¬ 
munity  but  are  not  electrically  and 
mechanically  interconnected  to  each 
other  are  considered  separate  cable  sys¬ 
tems,  even  though  they  may  have  com¬ 
mon  ownership  and  provide  identical 
services  and  may  even  be  interconnected 
by  radio  channels  (such  as  a  Cable  Tele¬ 
vision  Relay  Station) .  This  is  appropri¬ 
ate,  since  a  radio  link  is  clearly  not  a 
part  of  a  “cable”  system  from  the  tech¬ 
nical  point  of  view,  and  testing  and 
maintenance  performed  on  one  of  the 
separated  cable  systems  would  In  many 


1  It  should  be  noted  that  the  Commission 
is  considering  a  revision  of  the  general  defi¬ 
nition  of  cable  systems  and  any  change  made 
as  a  result  of  this  proceeding  will  not  preju¬ 
dice  our  final  decision  In  Docket  20561 . 

*36  FCC  2d  143,  199  (1972)  Paras.  151  & 
152. 
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cases  not  be  applicable  to  the  other  or 
others.  On  the  other  hand,  the  proposed 
scope  of  application  of  the  technical 
rules  will  relieve  some  cable  system 
operators  from  the  necessity  of  making 
measurements  and  keeping  records 
which  have  little  or  nothing  to  do  with 
the  technical  configuration  of  his  sys¬ 
tem,  merely  because  his  system  happens 
to  serve  more  than  one  community. 

8.  This  proposed  rule  change  would  re¬ 
quire  fewer  measurements  in  some  cases 
but  would  require  additional  measure¬ 
ments  in  others.  We  believe  it  is  de¬ 
sirable  to  remove  as  soon  as  possible  the 
necessity  for  measurements  which  do 
not  correspond  to  the  physical  reality  of 
cable  systems,  in  view  of  our  requirement 
that  all  cable  systems  must  make  the  re¬ 
quired  measurements  by  March  31, 1976.* 
Therefore,  in  the  interim  before  final 
action  on  the  proposed  rule,  we  will  per¬ 
mit  cable  television  systems  to  make  the 
required  technical  measurements  ac¬ 
cording  to  either  the  existing  procedure 
(measurements  In  each  community 
served)  or  the  proposed  rule  (measure¬ 
ments  on  each  physically  separate  set  of 
cables).  In  neither  case,  of  course,  will 
the  operator  be  relieved  of  meeting  the 
requirements  of  the  technical  standards 
themselves  according  to  the  schedule 
given  in  §  76.605(c)  of  this  chapter. 

Frequency  Accuracy  Requirements 

9.  §  76.605(a)  (2)  requires  that  for 
Class  I  signals  the  visual  carrier  fre¬ 
quency  shall  be  maintained  1.25  MHz± 
25  kHz  above  the  lower  boundary  of  the 
cable  television  channel.  However,  cable 
television  systems  may  receive  signals 
from  television  broadcast  translator  sta¬ 
tions,  which  are  in  some  cases  not  re¬ 
quired  to  have  such  close  frequency  con¬ 
trol.  The  frequency  tolerances  for  low 
power  and  high  power  translator  sta¬ 
tions,  respectively,  are  0.02%  and  0.002% 
which  permit  excursions  from  their  as¬ 
signed  frequency  of  as  much  as  177  kHz 
In  the  case  of  a  low  power  translator 
broadcasting  on  Channel  83.  (See  §  74.- 
761  of  this  chapter).  Since  the  frequency 
standard  for  cable  television  systems  was 
not  intended  to  require  the  cable  opera¬ 
tor  to  make  corrections  to  the  frequen¬ 
cies  of  broadcast  signals  as  received,  we 
propose  to  add  a  note  to  5  76.605(a)  (2)  to 
relax  the  frequency  tolerance  in  the  case 
of  signals  received  from  television  broad¬ 
cast  translator  stations. 

Frequency  Stability  Requirements 

10.  §  76.605(a)  (2)  states  that  the  fre¬ 
quency  of  the  visual  carrier  at  the  output 
of  each  cable  television  converter  (when 
they  are  used  in  a  cable  television  sys¬ 
tem)  is  to  be  maintained  1.25  MHz  ±250 
kHz  above  the  lower  frequency  boundary 
of  the  cable  television  channel.  Since 
converters  with  manual  fine  tuning  cap¬ 
ability  may  have  a  tuning  range  of  sev¬ 
eral  megahertz,  the  cable  operator  has 
no  way  to  control  the  frequency  output 
to  the  specifications  given.  A  frequency 
stability  requirement  is,  however,  appro¬ 
priate.  Thus,  we  propose  to  restate  the 

4  See  |  76.601(e)  of  this  chapter. 


requirement  clearly  as  a  stability  re¬ 
quirement. 

11.  We  do  not  propose  to  change  the 
tolerance  of  ±250  kHz  although  we  are 
open  to  suggestions  to  do  so.  We  note  for 
instance  that  Canada  imposes  a  tolerance 
of  ±200  kHz.  Many  of  today’s  converters 
are  capable  of  significantly  better  sta¬ 
bility  than  our  present  requirements, 
particularly  those  converters  with  auto¬ 
matic  fine  tuning  capability.  It  is  in¬ 
tended  that  the  stability  be  such  that 
none  but  the  most  critical  viewers  will 
feel  the  need  to  retune  the  converter 
during  a  reasonable  viewing  period,  after 
initial  tuning.  Thus,  we  propose  that  the 
±250  kHz  stability  be  maintained  for  at 
least  four  hours  after  initial  tuning. 

12.  We  do  not  allow  for  a  warmup 
period  for  the  converter.  Most,  If  not  all, 
of  today’s  cable  television  converters  are 
powered  continuously,  since  the  power 
required  is  very  small.  Should  a  signif¬ 
icant  number  of  converters  which  are  not 
continuously  powered  be  put  4n  service 
in  the  future,  an  appropriate  (short) 
warmup  period  may  be  specified  at  that 
time. 

Applicability  of  System  Noise 
Standards 

13.  In  general,  our  technical  rules  are 
applicable  to  all  Class  I  channels.* 

$  76.605(a)  <9>  states  the  applicability 
of  the  requirements  for  signal  to  noise 
ratio  somewhat  differently  to  exclude 
signals  which  are  both  originally  picked 
up  off  the  air  and  delivered  to  subscribers 
outside  the  predicted  Grade  B  contour 
for  that  signal.  We  are  proposing  to  mod¬ 
ify  §  76.605(a)  (9)  to  make  It  clear  that 
the  requirement  also  applies  to  signals 
which  are  obtained  by  direct  connection 
to  the  television  broadcast  station,  just 
as  all  of  the  other  technical  standards 
apply  to  such  signals. 

14.  Authority  for  the  rulemaking  pro¬ 
posed  here  is  contained  in  47  USC  §§151, 
152,  301,  303,  and  307.  All  Interested 
parties  are  Invited  to  file  written  com¬ 
ments  on  this  rulemaking  proposal  on  or 
before  May  13, 1976,  and  reply  comments 
on  or  before  May  24,  1976.  In  reaching  a 
decision  on  this  matter,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  take  into  account  any  other 
relevant  information  before  it,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  comments  Invited  by  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

15.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  this  chapter,  an  original  and 
11  copies  of  all  comments,  replies,  plead¬ 
ings,  brief  or  other  documents  filed  in 
this  proceeding  shall  be  furnished  to  thq 
Commission.  Responses  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  during  regular  bus- 
ness  hours  in  the  Commission  Public  Ref¬ 
erence  Room  at  its  Headquarters  In 
Washington,  D.C, 

Adopted:  April  1, 1976. 

Released :  April  5, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal)  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

•  The  two  exceptions  are  signal  to  noise 
ration  and  undeslred  radiation  from  cable 
systems.  (See  176.606(a)  (9),  (10)). 


47  CFR  Chapter  I,  Part  76  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended  as  follows: 

1.  A  new  section,  §  76.600,  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  76.600  Scope  of  application. 

For  purposes  of  this  Subpart  only,  a 
cable  television  system  is  a  set  of  elec¬ 
trically  and  mechanically  continuous 
closed  or  shielded  transmission  paths  and 
associated  signal  reception,  generation, 
and  control  equipment  designed  to  pro¬ 
vide  television  signals  to  subscribers  as 
described  in  §  76.5(a) .  Two  sets  of  trans¬ 
mission  paths  which  are  not  electrically 
and  mechanically  connected  to  each 
other  but  which  may  be  connected  by 
radio  signals  are  considered  to  be  two 
separate  cable  television  systems  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  Subpart,  even  though  they 
may  serve  the  same  community.  A  single 
continuous  set  of  such  closed  or  shielded 
transmission  paths  under  common  own¬ 
ership  is  considered  to  be  a  single  cable 
television  system  under  this  Subpart, 
even  though  it  may  6erve  two  or  more 
communities  or  municipal  entities. 

2.  In  §  76.605,  paragraph  (a)  (2)  and 
<a)  (9)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  76.603  Technical  standards. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(1)  •  •  • 

(2)  If  no  frequency  converter  is  sup¬ 
plied  to  the  subscriber,  the  visual  carrier 
frequency  shall  be  maintained  1.25  MHz 
±25  kHz  above  the  lower  frequency 
boundary  of  the  cable  television  channel. 
If  a  frequency  converter  is  supplied  to 
the  subscriber  by  the  cable  television  op¬ 
erator,  the  following  requirement  shall 
be  applied:  when  the  converter  is  op¬ 
erated  at  an  ambient  temperature  of 
20  ±5*  C  and  when  the  visual  carrier 
frequency  at  the  output  of  the  converter 
has  been  adjusted  to  a  frequency  1.25 
MHz  above  the  lower  frequency  boundary 
of  the  cable  television  channel,  the 
frequency  shall  vary  no  more  than  ±250 
kHz  for  a  period  of  at  least  4  hours. 

Note.  In  the  case  of  signals  which  the 
cable  television  system  receives  by  means  of 
a  television  broadcast  translator  station, 
the  visual  carrier  frequency  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  1.25  MHz  ±(25+T)  kHz  above  the 
lower  frequency  boundary  of  the  cable  tele- 
vision  channel,  where  T  Is  the  frequency 
tolerance  In  kHz  allowed  the  television 
broadcast  translator  station  pursuant  to 
§  74.761  of  this  chapter. 

•  •  •  »  * 

(9)  The  ratio  of  visual  signal  level  to 
system  noise  shall  not  be  less  than  36 
decibels.  This  requirements  is  applicable 
to: 

(i)  Each  signal  which  is  delivered  by  a 
cable  television  system  to  subscribers 
within  the  predicted  Grade  B  contour  for 
that  signal,  or 

(ii)  Each  signal  which  is  first  picked 
up  within  its  predicted  Grade  B  contour, 
or 

(ill)  Each  signal  delivered  to  the 
cable  television  system  by  direct  video 
feed  from  a  television  broadcast  station, 
•  «  *  •  » 

(FR  Doc.76-10743  Filed  4-13-76:8:46  am) 
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[  47  CFR  Parts  81  and  83] 

IPCC  78-290;  Docket  No.  20755] 

INTERSHIP  AND  SHIP  TO  COAST 
COMMUNICATIONS 

VHF  Channels 

By  the  Commission: 1 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of  Parts 
81  and  83  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to 
permit  VHP  channels  69,  71  and  78  to 
be  used  for  intership  communications  as 
well  as  ship  to  coast. 

1.  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  in 
the  above-entitled  matter  is  hereby 
given. 

2.  Under  the  Commission’s  present 
rules,  VHP  channels  69,  71  and  78  are 
restricted  to  ship  to  coast  communica¬ 
tions.  This  was  an  interim  measure  until 
trends  in  the  VHF  communication  needs 
of  recreational  boats  became  more  defin¬ 
itive.  It  now  appears  that  these  channels 
are  not  being  utilized  to  their  full  ca¬ 
pacity.  Licensees  of  ship  stations  would 
rather  utilize  either  channel  09  or  68 
which  can  be  used  for  ship  to  ship  com¬ 
munications  as  well  as  for  coast  to  ship 
communications. 

3.  In  order  to  increase  the  utilization 
of  channels  69,  71  and  78,  we  are  pro¬ 
posing  to  amend  the  Commission’s  rules 
to  permit  ship  to  ship  communications  on 
these  channels  as  well  as  continue  coast 
to  ship  communications  which  are  pres¬ 
ently  authorized. 

4.  The  proposed  amendments  to  the 
rules  as  set  forth  below  are  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  contained  in  Sec¬ 
tions  4(i),  303(b),  (c)  and  (r)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

5.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  forth  in  Section  1.415  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  interested  persons  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  May  13,  1976, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before  May  24, 
1976.  All  relevant  and  timely  comments 
and  reply  comments  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  before  final  action  is 
taken  in  this  proceeding.  In  reaching  its 
decision  in  this  proceeding,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  also  take  into  account  other 
relevant  information  before  it,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  specific  comments  invited  by 
this  Notice. 


*  Commissioners  Lee  and  Quello  absent. 


6.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  S  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an 
original  and  11  copies  of  all  statements, 
briefs  or  comihents  filed  shall  be  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  Commission.  Responses  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Reference  Room  at  its 
headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  March  30, 1976. 

Released:  April8, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

f  seal  1  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Parts  81  and  83  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
amended  as  follows: 

A.  Part  81 — Stations  on  Land  in  the 
Maritime  Services  and  Alaska-Public 
Fixed  Stations. 

Section  81.356(a)  and  (b)  are  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  81.356  Assignable  frequencies  in  the 
band  156-162  MHz. 


(a)  • 

•  • 

Channel 

designator 

Frequency 
in  megahertz 

Points  of 
communi¬ 
cation 

Conditions 
of  use 

Coast  Ship 

• 

•  • 

• 

• 

NONCOMMERCIAL 

69 .  156.476  156.475  do. .  7 

71 .  156.675  166.675  do .  7 

78 .  156.926  156.925  do .  7 


(b)  *  *  * 

(6)  [Reserved! 

•  »  •  •  » 

B.  Part  83 — Stations  on  Shipboard  In 
the  Maritime  Services. 

1.  Section  83.351  (a)  and  (b)  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  83.351  Frequencies  available. 

(a)  •  •  • 


Carrier  frequency 


Conditions  of  use 
Section  Limitations 


Kilohertz 

Megahertz 


156.475 . . .  83. 359  40,  41,  50,  54. 

•  »  •  •  • 

156.575 .  83.359  40,41,50,54. 

•  •  •  •  • 

156.925  .  83. 359  40,  41,  50,  54. 

*  •  •  •  • 


(b)  •  •  • 

(53)  [Reserved! 

*  •  •  *  » 

2.  Section  83.359  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  83.359  Frequencies  in  the  band  156— 
162  MHz  available  for  assignment. 

•  *  *  •  • 


Channel 

designator 

Frequency  in 
megahertz 

Points  of 
communication 

Ship 

Coast 

• 

• 

. 

•  • 

NONCOMMERCIAL 

• 

• 

• 

•  • 

69 . 

.  156. 475 

156. 475 

Do. 

• 

• 

• 

•  • 

71 . 

.  156. 575 

156.575 

Intership  and  ship 

to 

coast. 

• 

• 

• 

•  • 

78 . 

.  156,925 

156,925 

Intership  and  ship 

to 

coast. 

[FR  Doc.76-10744  Filed  4-13-76; 8: 45  am) 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

[  12  CFR  Part  203  ] 

[Docket  No.  R-0029] 

HOME  MORTGAGE  DISCLOSURE  ACT 
OF  1975 

Authority,  Scope,  and  Enforcement 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-9153  appearing  at  page 
13619  of  the  March  31, 1976  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  the  following  corrections  should  be 
made: 

1.  On  page  13622  the  thirteenth  line 
from  the  botton  of  the  second  column  in 
5  203.1(a)  should  be  corrected  to  read: 
“Mortgage  Disclosure  Act  of  1975  (Title”. 

2.  On  page  13625  the  last  line  of  the 
first  column  should  be  Inserted  be¬ 
tween  the  fifteenth  and  fourteenth  lines 
from  the  bottom  of  the  third  column. 
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notices 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  othe  r  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  thet  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  In  this  section. 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
UTAH 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

[Legal  Division  Order  No.  4,  Amendment 
.  No.  1] 

ASSISTANT  GENERAL  COUNSEL  AND 

CHIEF  COUNSEL,  INTERNAL  REVENUE 

SERVICE 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  In  me 
as  General  Counsel,  I  hereby  delegate  to 
the  Chief  Counsel  for  the  Internal  Rev¬ 
enue  Service,  subject  to  my  review  as  the 
occasion  may  require,  the  authority  to 
approve  requests  by  attorneys  under  his 
jurisdiction  to  engage  in  outside  employ¬ 
ment,  the  performance  of  legal  or  related 
services,  teaching  on  a  part-time  basis 
or  similar  activity  covered  by,  and  not 
prohibited  by.  Legal  Division  Directive 
No.  6,  dated  March  11,  1976. 

Such  approval  may  be  granted  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  policies  and  intent  of 
Directive  No.  6. 

Legal  Division  Order  No.  4,  approved 
December  19,  1974,  is  amended  by  the 
addition  of  this  authority. 

Effective  date:  April  7, 1976. 

Richard  R.  Albrecht, 
General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.76-10710  Filed  4-13-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

HANNAHVILLE  INDIAN  RESERVATION, 
MICHIGAN 

Ordinance  Legalizing  the  Possession, 
Transportation  and  Consumption  of  Al¬ 
coholic  Beverages 

April  6,  1976. 

In  accordance  with  authority  dele¬ 
gated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  by 
230  DM2,  and  in  accordance  with  the 
Act  of  August  15,  1953,  Public  Law  277, 
83rd  Congress,  1st  Session  (67  Stat.  586), 
1  certify  that  the  following  Ordinance 
relating  to  the  application  of  the  Federal 
Indian  Liquor  laws  on  the  Hannahville 
Indian  Reservation,  Michigan,  was 
adopted  on  June  9,  1975,  by  the  Hannah¬ 
ville  Indian  Community  Council  which 
has  jurisdiction  over  the  area  of  Indian 
Country  included  in  the  Ordinance,  read¬ 
ing  as  follows: 

1.  It  shall  be  legal  and  permissible 
from  this  date  henceforth  to  possess, 
transport,  and/or  consume  Intoxicating 
liquors,  beer,  wine,  and  other  malt  or 
alcoholic  beverages  within  the  exterior 
boundaries  of  the  Hannahville  Reserva¬ 
tion,  subject  to  such  laws  and  regulations 
as  may  be  provided  by  ordinances  of  the 


Hannahville  Community  Council  and  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Michigan. 

2.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person 
to  sell,  manufacture,  to  engage  In  the 
liquor  business  within  the  exterior 
boundaries  of  the  Hannahville  Reserva¬ 
tion,  provided,  however,  that  any  adult 
resident  of  the  Hannahville  Indian  Com¬ 
munity  may  manufacture  not  more  than 
that  quantity  permitted  by  Federal  law 
to  be  manufactured  without  license,  of 
beer,  wine,  liquor,  or  other  alcoholic 
beverages  for  personal  use  or  consump¬ 
tion  in  his  home  by  such  person  and  his 
adult  family  members  and  guests. 

3.  The  laws  of  the  State  of  Michigan 
and  the  regulations  of  the  Michigan 
Liquor  Control  Board  In  regard  to  pos¬ 
session,  transporting,  and/or  consuming 
alcoholic  beverages  within  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  the  State  of  Michigan  are  hereby 
adopted  and  made  applicable  to  the  ter¬ 
ritory  within  the  exterior  boundaries  of 
the  Hannahville  Reservation. 

4.  The  Hannahville  Community  Coun¬ 
cil  may  adopt  such  ordinances  for  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order  on  the 
Hannahville  Reservation  for  the  purpose 
of  enforcing  this  ordinance. 

5.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person 
within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the 
Hannahville  Reservation  to  offer,  give  or 
otherwise  distribute  any  beer,  wine,  liq¬ 
uor  or  alcoholic  beverage  to  any  person 
under  the  age  of  eighteen  (18)  years,  to 
any  intoxicated  person,  or  to  any  person 
at  a  time  or  under  circumstances  not 
permitted  under  the  law  of  the  State  of 
Michigan. 

6.  Section  1,2043  of  the  Hannahville 
Legal  Code  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
“Any  person  who  shall  konwlngly  and 
willfully  violate  any  provision  of  the 
Hannahville  Indian  Community  Liquor 
Ordinances  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  an 
offense  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  sentenced  to  Imprisonment  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  not  to  exceed  six  months  or  to  a  fine 
not  to  exceed  $500.00  or  both  such  im¬ 
prisonment  and  fine,  with  costs.  The 
Court  shall  confiscate  and  destroy  by 
Court  Order  all  alcoholic  beverages 
seized. 

Certification 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  Hannah¬ 
ville  Tribal  Council  Is  the  governing  body 
of  the  Hannahville  Indian  Reservation 
of  Michigan.  Composed  of  9  members 
who  were  present  at  a  special  meeting 
held  on  June  9.  1975,  and  the  foregoing 
amendment  was  adopted  by  the  affirma¬ 
tive  vote  of  8  for,  0  against  and  1  ab¬ 
stained. 

Morris  Thompson, 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.76-10691  Filed  4-18-76:8:46  am] 


Criteria  for  River  Running  Recreation  Use 
Permits  and  Allocations 

April  6,  1976. 

In  1974,  the  State  Director  for  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  in  Utah 
established  criteria  for  issuing  commer¬ 
cial  permits  to  river  guides  and  out¬ 
fitters  and  setting  amounts  of  use  each 
would  be  entitled  to.  This  criteria  and 
the  permits  were  and  are  authorized  by 
43  CFR  2920. 

For  the  years  1974-1976,  and  subse¬ 
quent  years,  recreation  use  permits  have 
been  and  will  be  issued  and  allotments 
established  on  the  basis  of  unlimited  per¬ 
mits  issued  during  the  1973  base  year  and 
prior  historical  use.  Permits  to  additional 
new  commercial  river  runners  and 
changes  in  established  allocations  will  not 
be  made  until  studies  can  be  completed 
to  establish  more  definite  carrying  ca¬ 
pacities  and  subsequent  allocation  of 
available  passenger  days  can  be 
determined. 

On  the  basis  of  the  above,  permits  were 
Issued  to  commercial  companies  and  use 
allowed  on  each  river  area  as  indicated 
by  the  categories  outlined  below.  There 
are  no  companies  who  received  an  alloca¬ 
tion  of  less  than  their  actual  permitted 
use  during  1973.  Actual  use  figures  for  the 
base  year  (1973)  are  established  for  the 
Desolation-Gray  Canyon  section  of  the 
Green  River,  the  Westwater  section  of 
the  Colorado  River  and  the  San  Juan 
River  from  data  gathered  by  BLM  river 
rangers.  Affidavits  provided  by  the  com¬ 
panies  established  the  fact  of  historic 
commerical  use  prior  to  the  base  year. 

Desolation  &  Gray  Canton — Green 
River 

Sand  Wash  Ranger  station  to  diversion 
dam  above  the  town  of  Green  River, 
Utah. 

1.  Permitted  companies  who  used  1500- 
2000  passenger  days  during  1973  have 
been  allocated  2000  passenger  days  for 
the  1974-1976  seasons. 

2.  Permitted  companies  who  used  1000- 
1500  passenger  days  during  1973  have 
been  allocated  1500  passenger  days  for 
the  1974-1976  seasons. 

3.  Permitted  companies  who  used  500- 
1000  passenger  days  during  1973  have 
been  allocated  1000  passenger  days  for 
the  1974-1976  seasons. 

4.  Permitted  companies  who  used  0-400 
passenger  days  during  1973  have  been 
(allocated  400  passenger  days  for  the 
1974-1976  seasons.  (During  the  1973  base 
year  there  were  no  permitted  companies 
who  used  between  400  and  500  passenger 
days.) 
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5.  Commercial  applicants  in  1974  who 
did  not  obtain  the  prior  1973  permit  were 
given  a  recreation  use  permit  with  the 
minimum  allocation  of  400  passenger 
days  for  the  1974-1976  seasons  based 
upon  the  submission  of  affidavits  showing 
historic  commercial  use  prior  to  the  1973 
base  year. 

The  interim  carrying  capacity  of  this 
river  during  the  major  use  season  (May 
1-Sept.  30)  has  been  established  at  30,000 
passenger  days.  Of  these  in  1974  and 
1975,  20,400  passenger  days  were  allo¬ 
cated  to  36  commercial  users.  9,600  pas¬ 
senger  days  were  reserved  fof  private 
non-commercial  use.  Due  to  attrition 
amount  commercial  users  and  increasing 
use  from  the  private  non-commercial 
sector,  the  1976  allocation  has  been 
split — 19.875  passenger  days  in  the  com¬ 
mercial  sector  and  10,125  passenger  days 
in  the  private  non-commercial  sector. 
Any  future  permit  or  passenger  day  revo¬ 
cations  or  voluntary  reductions  by  the 
commercial  sector  will  be  reallocated  to 
the  private  non-commercial  sector  until 
an  even  50-50  split  is  reached. 

In  the  event  that  the  pattern  of  use  on 
this  river  segment  begins  to  create  over 
crowding  at  particular  times  or  begins  to 
cause  environmental  degradation,  the 
BLM  will  adopt  a  reservation  system  to 
control  these  problems. 

Westwater  Canyon — Colorado  River 

The  permit  is  required  from  the  West- 
♦  water  Ranger  Station  (mile  1054*4  to 
Rose  Ranch  (mile  1037*4)  • 

1.  Applicants  in  1974  who  were  per¬ 
mittees  during  1973  were  allocated  for 
the  1974-1976  seasons  their  1973  use 
rounded  up  to  the  next  50  passenger  days. 

2.  Applicants  in  1974  who  were  permit¬ 
tees  during  1973  but  made  no  for  the 
1974-1976  seasons. 

3.  Applicants  in  1974  who  submitted 
affidavits  showing  a  history  of  commer¬ 
cial  use  prior  to  1973  but  did  not  obtain 
a  1973  permit  were  given  a  minimum 
allocation  of  50  passenger  days  for  the 
1974-1976  seasons. 

4.  1974  applicants  who  did  not  obtain 
a  permit  during  1973  and  could  not  sub¬ 
mit  an  affidavit  showing  historic  use 
prior  to  1973  have  not  been  given  permits 
for  the  1974-1976  seasons. 

Use  of  the  Colorado  River  above  the 
Westwater  ranger  station  does  not  count 
against  the  allocation.  Fees  will  be 
charged  for  use  outside  the  major  use 
season  (May  1-Sept.  30)  but  this  use  will 
not  count  against  the  passenger  day  allo¬ 
cation.  The  interim  carrying  capacity 
during  the  major  use  season  for  this 
river  section  has  been  established  at 
10,000  passenger  days.  5,000  passenger 
days  have  been  allocated  to  the  commer¬ 
cial)  must  be  made  in  advance  from  the 
for  the  private  non-commercial  sector 
during  1974-1976  seasons.  A  maximum 
of  five  (5)  launches  per  day  are  allowed 
on  this  river  segment.  Reservations  for 
all  trips  (commercial  and  non-commer¬ 
cial  must  be  made  in  advance  from  the 
BLM  Grand  Resource  Area  Manager  at 
446  South  Main  St.,  Moab,  Utah  84532. 
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San  Juan  River 

The  BLM  permit  is  required  from 
Montezuma  Creek  (Mile  160),  to  Mexi¬ 
can  Hat  (Mile  114).  Coordination  be¬ 
tween  the  BLM  and  the  National  Park 
Service  requires  that  anyone  running  the 
BLM  portion  of  the  San  Juan  River 
below  Mexican  Hat,  Utah  must  obtain 
their  permit  from  the  National  Park 
Service,  Glen  Canyon  National  Recrea¬ 
tion  Area. 

1.  If  an  outfitter  made  application 
during  1973  and  again  in  1974,  he  was 
given  a  allocation  for  1974,  equal  to  his 
1973  application  rounded  up  to  the  next 
100  passenger  days.  If  the  1974  applica¬ 
tion  was  for  fewer  passenger  days  than 
the  1973  application,  the  amount  asked 
for  in  1974  was  used. 

2.  New  applicants  in  1974  who  ap¬ 
plied  for  more  than  100  passenger  days 
were  given  100. 

3.  New  applicants  in  1974  who  applied 
for  less  than  100  passenger  days  were 
given  the  amount  requested. 

The  interim  carrying  capacity  for  the 
San  Juan  River  is  set  at  7,000  passenger 
days.  Of  this  capacity  40%  or  2,800  pas¬ 
senger  days  were  reserved  for  commer¬ 
cial  use  and  60%  or  4,200  passenger  days 
were  reserved  for  private  use.  A  total  of 
2,813  passenger  days  were  actually  allo¬ 
cated  to  commercial  guides  through  the 
above  criteria. 

The  annual  season  for  the  above  allo¬ 
cations  was  established  as  May  1  through 
September  30.  Use  before  or  after  that 
season  would  have  to  be  paid  for  at  the 
same  rate,  for  commercial  operators,  but 
would  not  count  against  their  allocations. 

Green  River — Below  Flaming  Gorge 
Dam 

In  1974  BLM  entered  into  an  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  U.S.  Forest  Service.  Allow¬ 
ing  them  to  administer  permits  on  the 
entire  Green  River  Segment  between 
Flaming  Gorge  Dam  and  the  Colorado- 
Utah  state  line. 

Dolores  River — From  the  Utah-Colo- 
rado  State  Line  to  its  confluence  with 
the  Colorado  River. 

Using  1974  as  the  base  year,  allocations 
were  permitted  for  1975  and  1976  during 
the  major  use  season  (May  1-Sept.  30) 
in  the  following  manner: 

Each  commercial  guide  who  applied  for 
150  passenger  days  or  less  was  allocated 
the  amount  he  requested.  No  one  received 
less  than  50  passenger  days.  Those  who 
applied  for  more  than  150  passenger  days 
received  70%  of  what  they  applied  for 
rounded  off  to  the  nearest  50.  This  allo¬ 
cated  5.420  total  passenger  days  to  com¬ 
mercial  guides. 

The  Interim  capacity  of  the  canyon  is 
set  at  10,660  passenger  days.  Thus  ap¬ 
proximately  50%  was  alloted  to  commer¬ 
cial  and  50%  to  private  users. 

Colorado  River — Rose  Ranch  to  Castle 
Creek 

The  permit  is  required  from  Rose 
Ranch  (mile  1037*4)  to  Castle  Creek 
(mile  1005) .  The  number  of  permits  and 
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the  amount  of  passenger  days  allowed  on 
this  section  of  the  Colorado  River  are 
not  limited  nor  has  a  carrying  capacity 
been  established.  New  applicants  will  be 
considered  at  any  time. 

Conditions  of  Use 

AH  commercial  users  are  required  to 
adhere  to  and/or  are  governed  by  the 
following  conditions: 

1.  No  value  may  be  accrued  to  the 
permit. 

2.  Non -refundable  rental  fees  must 
be  paid  in  advance  at  the  rate  of 
$25.00/100  passenger  days  based  on  the 
allocation  given  with  the  permit. 

3.  The  permit  may  not  be  transferred, 
sublet  or  entered  into  3rd  party  agree¬ 
ments  without  BLM  approval. 

4.  Allocations  may  be  reduced  for  fail¬ 
ure  to  make  substantial  use  for  two  or 
more  consecutive  years. 

5.  Commercial  river  runners  are.  as 
part  of  their  permit,  subject  to  the  state 
and  Coast  Guard  boating  law's  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  applicable  to  use  on  the  water¬ 
ways  in  Utah. 

6.  For  protection  of  the  environment 
and  potential  wild  river  values  the  fol¬ 
lowing  maximum  party  sizes  per  trip  are 
established. 

Colorado  River  West  Water  Canyort — 
25  persons.  Green  River  Desolation-Gray 
Canyon — 40  persons,  Dolores  River — 25 
persons,  San  Juan  River — No  party  size 
limitation,  Colorado  River  Rose  Ranch  to 
Castle  Cr. — No  party  size  limitation. 

7.  With  the  exception  above  for  the 
Colorado  River  (Rose  Ranch  to  Castle 
Creek)  prior  to  May  1  and  after  Septem¬ 
ber  30  each  season,  additional  use  above 
the  prescribed  allocations  may  be  made 
by  sending  in  the  trip  notifications  to  the 
applicable  office  and  paying  for  the  ad¬ 
ditional  use  made. 

8.  Camp  areas  may  be  closed  when 
necessary  to  protect  the  related  eco¬ 
systems,  and  resources,  or  prevent  litter 
build-up. 

9.  With  the  exception  above  for  the 
Colorado  River  (Rose  Ranch  to  Castle 
Creek)  no  new  commercial  permits  will 
be  issued  on  these  river  segments  until 
studies,  management  plans,  and  environ¬ 
mental  assessments  are  completed  which 
will  indicate  there  should  be  changes 
made  in  the  carrying  capacities  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  use  between  private  and 
commercial  sectors  and  subsequently  be¬ 
tween  commercial  guides  and  outfitters. 

10.  For  protection  of  the  environmen¬ 
tal  values  and  safety  of  passengers  special 
stipulations  in  addition  to  those  listed 
above  are  made  part  of  the  permit.  A 
complete  list  of  these  stipulations  can 
be  obtained  from  BLM  Moab  Distict, 
P.O.  Box  970,  Moab,  Utah  84532. 

During  the  1976  calendar  year  BLM 
in  Utah  will  allow  passenger  days  to  be 
contributed  from  one  commercial  river 
outfitter  to  another.  The  conditions  of 
such  contributions  are: 

1.  The  contributor  does  not  anticipate 
using  all  his  passenger  days. 
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2.  The  contributor  cannot  count  con¬ 
tributed  passenger  days  as  being  used 
with  reference  to  the  “use  or  lose”  stipu¬ 
lation. 

3.  The  commercial  operator  getting 
additional  use  through  this  procedure 
will  not  be  given  any  preference  for  ad¬ 
ditional  use  if  passenger  day  allocations 
are  adjusted  on  a  more  permanent  basis 
at  a  later  date. 

4.  Payment  for  contributed  passenger 
days  is  not  authorized  nor  will  value  be 
recognized  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement. 

5.  The  contributor  must  obtain  ad¬ 
vance  approval  from  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Moab  District,  BLM,  to  contribute 
passenger  days.  The  letter  of  applica¬ 
tion  must  include  the  number  of  passen¬ 
ger  days  to  be  contributed  and  the  name 
of  the  company  or  operator  to  whom  the 
passenger  days  are  to  be  contributed. 

6.  Permittees  will  not  be  allowed  to 
contribute  passenger  days  from  one  river 
segment  to  another. 

This  will  be  applicable  to  all  rivers 
managed  by  Moab  District  including: 

Desolation-Gray  Canyon-Green  River, 
Westwater  Canyon — Colorado  River, 
Rose  Ranch  to  Castle  Creek — Colarodo 
Riyer,  Utah  Part  of  Dolores  River,  Mon¬ 
tezuma  Creek  to  Mexican  Hat — San  Juan 
River. 

Allowing  of  passenger  days  to  be  con¬ 
tributed  from  one  commercial  outfitter 
to  another  will  be  evaluated  In  terms  of 
the  best  public  interest  during  the  1976 
season.  The  Moab  District  would  appre¬ 
ciate  receiving  written  public  response 
regarding  this  matter.  Send  response  to: 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Moab  District 

Office,  P.O.  Box  970,  Moab,  Utah  84532. 

Paul  L.  Howard, 
State  Director. 

JFR  Doc  76-10692  Filed  4  13  76:8:45  am] 


[KM  27834] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

April  6,  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company 
has  applied  for  one  V/2 -inch  natural  gas 
pipeline  right-of-way  across  the  follow¬ 
ing  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 

T.  27  N..  R.  13  W., 

Sec.  26,  SE%SE%: 

Sec.  35,  NE>/4NE>4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .393  miles  of  national  resource 
lands  in  San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 


name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  NE,  Albuquer¬ 
que,  NM  87107. 

Stella  V.  Gonzales, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.76- 10721  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


COMMITTEE  ON  FUTURE  ENERGY  PROS¬ 
PECTS  NATIONAL  PETROLEUM  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  meeting: 

The  National  Petroleum  Council’s 
Committee  on  Future  Energy  Prospects 
will  meet  on  Friday,  April  30,  1976,  at 
10:00  a.m.,  in  the  Charles  Suite  of  the 
L’Enfant  Plaza  Hotel,  480  L’Enfant  Plaza 
East,  Southwest  Washington,  D.C. 

The  agenda  includes  the  following 
items  for  discussion: 

1.  Overall  plan  and  timetable  for  the 
completion  of  the  Future  Energy  Pros¬ 
pects  study. 

2.  Individual  study  topics  to  be  exam¬ 
ined. 

3.  Assignment  of  study  topics  to  Com¬ 
mittee  members  and  details  of  coordina¬ 
tion. 

4.  Any  other  matters  pertinent  to  the 
overall  assignment  of  the  Committee  on 
Future  Energy  Prospects. 

The  purpose  of  the  National  Petroleum 
Council  is  to  provide  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  upon  request,  advice,  infor¬ 
mation,  and  recommendations  upon  any 
matter  relating  to  petroleum  or  the  pe¬ 
troleum  industry. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
to  the  extent  that  space  and  facilities 
permit.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  a  written  statement  with  the  Council 
either  before  or  after  the  meeting.  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  who  wish  to  speak  at  the 
meeting  must  apply  to  the  Council  and 
obtain  approval  in  accordance  with  its 
established  procedures. 

Further  information  about  the  meeting 
may  be  obtained  from  Ben  Tafoya,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Assistant'  Secretary — Energy 
and  Minerals,  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior,  Washington,  D.C.  (telephone:  343- 
6226) . 

Dated :  April  9, 1976. 

William  L.  Fisher, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.76-10758  Filed  4-13-76; 8: 45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF  ADVISORY 
BOAR D — M I D- ATLANTI C  REGION 

Notice  and  Agenda  for  Meeting 

This  notice  is  issued  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  Public  Law  No.  92-643, 
5  U.S.C.  App.  I  and  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget’s  Circular  No.  A-63, 
Revised. 

The  Mid-Atlantic  Regional  Board  will 
meet  during  the  period  1  p.m.  to  5  p.m., 
April  30,  1976,  in  Room  4430,  2  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  New  York. 


The  meeting  will  cover  the  following 
principal  subjects:  , 

1.  Status  report  on  activities  related  to 
proposed  mid-Atlantic  sale. 

2.  Briefing  on  activities  of  Geological 
Survey  following  issuance  of  leases. 

3.  Discussion  of  operating  orders. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  In¬ 
terested  persons  may  make  oral  or  writ¬ 
ten  presentations  to  the  Board.  Such  re¬ 
quests  should  be  made  by  April  21  to  the 
Mid -Atlantic  Board  Chairman: 

Simon  F.  McHugh,  Jr.,  Executive  Assistant. 

Office  of.  the  Lt.  Governor,  Annapolis,  Mary¬ 
land  21404,  301/261-2523. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  and  copying 
three  weeks  after  the  meeting  at  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  OCS  Program  Coordination,  Room 
4126,  Department  of  the  Interior,  18th 
and  C  Streets,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Alan  D.  Powers, 
Director,  Office  of 
OCS  Program  Coordination ? 

April  9, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-10732  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
DANIEL  M.  RAND,  ET  AL.  ' 

Public  Hearing  Regarding  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  to  be  held  in  the  Richlands  Elemen¬ 
tary  School  auditorium,  Foy  Street, 
Richlands,  North  Carolina  28574,  begin¬ 
ning  at  10:00  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  on  May  4,  1976, 
upon  the  application  of  Daniel  M.  Rand, 
et  al.,  T/A  Richlands  Area  Tobacco  Mar¬ 
ket,  Inc.,  Richland,  North  Carolina,  for 
tobacco  inspection  and  price  support 
services.  Such  public  hearing  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  and  evidence  received  pursuant 
to  the  concurrent  and  identical  policy 
statements  and  regulations  governing 
the  extension  of  tobacco  inspection  and 
price  support  services  to  new  markets 
and  to  additional  sales  on  designated 
markets  (37  F.R.  7765,  April  12,  1972). 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th 
day  of  April  1976. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc  76-10724  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS 
Resolution 

Resolved,  That  for  the  1976  dairy 
marketing  year  beginning  April  1,  1976, 
it  shall  be  the  policy  of  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  with  respect  to  the 
domestic  disposition  of  dairy  products 
acquired  under  the  price  support  pro¬ 
gram  to  utilize  such  products  to  the 
maximum  extent  practicable  in  the 
School  Lunch  Program  and  other  do¬ 
mestic  programs  of  food  donation  and, 
if  such  outlets  are  not  available,  offer 
such  dairy  products  for  sale  at  the  mar¬ 
ket  price  but  not  less  than  105  percent 
of  the  support  price  for  such  products  at 
the  time  of  sale. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  73— WEDNESDAY,  APRIl  14,  1976 


NOTICES 


15723 


Approved  by  CCC  Board  of  Directors 
at  meeting  on  March  3, 1976. 

Prank  Q.  McKnight, 

Secretary, 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 

John  A.  Knebel, 
Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
(FR  Doc.76-10796  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


Farmers  Home  Administration 

[Notice  of  Designation  Number  A 329] 

GEORGIA 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  farming,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  Candler  County, 
Georgia,  as  a  result  of  severe  hot  dry 
weather  from  May  20  through  July  4, 
1975. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public  Law 
94-68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  1832. 
3(b)  including  the  recommendation  of 
Governor  George  Bus  bee  that  such  de¬ 
signation  be  made. 

Applications  for  emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  June  1, 1976,  for  physical  losses  and 
December  29,  1976,  for  production 

losses,  except  that  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant  to 
this  designation  may  be  eligible  for  sub¬ 
sequent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need 
for  loans  in  the  designated  area  makes  it 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  advance  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  and  invite  public 
participation. 

Done  at  Washington,  DC,  this  8th  day 
of  April,  1976. 

Prank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.76-10793  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


(Notice  of  Designation  Number  A3301 

IDAHO 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  farming,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  Bear  Lake  County, 
Idaho,  as  a  result  of  excessive  frost  Au¬ 
gust  25, 1975,  through  September  3,  1975. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public  Law  94- 
68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  1832.3(b) 
Including  the  recommendation  of  Gov¬ 
ernor  Cecil  D.  Andrus  that  such  designa¬ 
tion  be  made. 

Applications  for  emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  June  1, 1976,  for  physical  losses  and 
December  29,  1976,  for  production  losses, 
except  that  qualified  borrowers  who  re¬ 


ceive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this  desig¬ 
nation  may  be  eligible  for  subsequent 
loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for  loans 
in  the  designated  area  makes  it  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  give  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  invite  public  participa¬ 
tion. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day 
of  April,  1976. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.76-10794  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


Forest  Service 

FINAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  STATEMENT  CO¬ 
OPERATIVE  GYPSY  MOTH  SUPPRES¬ 
SION  AND  REGULATORY  PROGRAM — 
1976  ACTIVITIES 

Notice  of  Availability 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  and  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  have  prepared  for 
the  1976  activities,  a  Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  for  the  Cooperative 
Gypsy  Moth  Suppression  and  Regulatory 
Program,  USDA-FS-APHIS  (Adm)  FES 
76-04. 

The  Final  Statement  concerns  a  co¬ 
operative  suppression  program  with  the 
States  of  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  New 
Jersey  and  Rhode  Island  to  treat  ap¬ 
proximately  86,544  acres  of  high-value 
forest  land.  A  total  of  four  different 
insecticides  will  be  used.  Most  areas  will 
be  sprayed  with  carbaryl  or  trichlorfon 
to  protect  forest  resources  from  un¬ 
acceptable  damage  by  the  gypsy  moth. 
If  registered  by  EPA,  Acephate  and 
Dimilin  will  be  used  on  some  areas.  The 
cooperative  regulatory  program  is  de¬ 
signed  to  prevent  artificial  long-distance 
spread  and  to  eradicate  remote  infesta¬ 
tions  in  the  United  States. 

This  Final  Statement  was  filed  with 
CEQ  on  April  6, 1976. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the 
following  locations : 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  So.  Agriculture  Build¬ 
ing,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  &  Independence 
Ave,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20250. 

USDA  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service,  Administration  Bldg..  Room  302-E, 
12th  St.  &  Independence  Ave.,  SW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  6816  Market  Street, 
Room  409,  Upper  Darby,  PA  19062. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  John  R.  Mc¬ 
Guire,  Chief,  U.S.  Forest  Service,  South 
Agriculture  Building,  12th  Street  and  In¬ 
dependence  Ave.,  SW,  Washington,  DC 
20250. 

Copies  of  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement  have  been  sent  to  various  Fed¬ 
eral,  State  and  local  agencies  as  outlined 
in  the  CEQ  guidelines. 

Dated:  April  6, 1976. 

R.  Max  Peterson, 
Deputy  Chief,  Forest  Service. 
[FR  Doc.76-10792  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


Packers  and  Stockyards  Administration 

LOUISA  STOCKYARDS,  LOUISA 
KENTUCKY,  ET  AL. 

Deposting  of  Stockyards 

It  has  been  ascertained,  and  notice  is 
hereby  given,  that  the  livestock  markets 
named  herein,  originally  posted  on  the 
respective  dates  specified  below  as  being 
subject  to  the  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  <7  U.S.C.  181  et 
seq.),  no  longer  come  within  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  a  stockyard  under  said  Act  and 
are,  therefore,  no  longer  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

Facility  number,  name,  location  of  stockyard, 
and  date  of  posting 

KT — 158  Louisa  Stockyards,  Louisa,  Ky. 
January  17, 1973. 

LA — 101  Dominique's  Livestock  Auction, 
Inc.,  Alexandria,  La.  May  8.  1948. 

NY— 102  Apulia  Livestock,  Apulia,  N.Y. 
August  28,  1961. 

NY — 110  Camlllus  Livestock  Sales,  Inc, 
CamUlus,  N.Y.  July  12, 1960. 

OK — 155  Cowtown  Livestock  Sale,  Pauls 
Valley,  Okla.  September  21,  1962. 

TX — 147  Conroe  Livestock  Commission 
Company,  Conroe,  Tex.  May  15,  1962. 

Notice  or  other  public  procedure  has 
not  preceded  promulgation  of  the  fore¬ 
going  rule.  There  is  no  legal  justification 
for  not  promptly  depositing  a  stockyard 
which  is  no  longer  within  the  definition 
of  that  term  contained  in  the  Act. 

The  foregoing  is  in  the  nature  of  a  rule 
relieving  a  restriction  and  may  be  made 
effective  in  less  than  30  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register.  This  no¬ 
tice  shall  become  effective  upon  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(42  Stat.  159,  as  amended  and  supple¬ 
mented;  7  U.S.C.  181  et  seq.). 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  8th 
day  of  April,  1976. 

Edward  L.  Thompson, 
Chief  Registrations,  Bonds  and 
Reports  Branch  Livestock 
Marketing  Division. 

(FR  Doc.76-10722  Tiled  4-13-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

NATIONAL  TECHNICAL 
INFORMATION  SERVICE 

GOVERNMENT-OWNED  INVENTIONS 
Availability  for  Licensing 

The  Inventions  listed  below  are  owned 
by  the  U.S.  Government  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  U.S.  licensing  and  possibly  for¬ 
eign  licensing,  in  accordance  with  the 
licensing  policies  of  the  agency  sponsors. 

Copies  of  the  patents  cited  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 
and  Trademarks,  Washington.  D.C. 
20231,  for  $.50  each.  Requests  for  copies 
of  patents  must  include  the  patent  num¬ 
ber. 

Copies  of  the  patent  applications, 
either  paper  copy  (PC)  or  microfiche 
(MF),  can  be  purchased  at  the  prices 
cited  from  the  National  Technical  In¬ 
formation  Service  (NTTS),  Springfield, 
Virginia  22161.  Requests  for  copies  of 
patent  applications  must  include  the 
PAT-APPL-number.  Claims  are  deleted 
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from  patent  application  copies  sold  to 
the  public  to  avoid  premature  disclosure 
in  the  event  of  an  interference  before  the 
Patent  and  Trademark  Office.  Claims 
and  other  technical  data  will  usually  be 
made  available  to  serious  prospective  li¬ 
censees  by  the  agency  which  filed  the 
case. 

Requests  for  licensing  information  on 
a  particular  invention  should  be  directed 
to  the  address  cited  for  the  agency-spon¬ 
sor. 

Douglas  J.  Campion, 

Patent  Program  Coordinator. 

U.S.  Department  op  the  Air  Force,  AF  JACP 
Washington,  D.C.  20314. 

Patent  application  541,489:  Method  for  the 
Preparation  of  Polyarylene  Sulfides.  Filed 
16  January  1975;  PC$3  50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  550,110:  Patient  Testrain- 
ing  Strap  for  Scintiphotography.  Filed  13 
February  1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  581,175:  Enthalpy  Aug¬ 
mentation  to  MHD  Generation.  Filed  27 
May  1975;  PC$3.50,  MF$2  .25. 

Patent  application  581,176:  An  Integrated 
Feedback  Active  Filter/ Integrator.  Filed 
27  May  1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  681,177:  High  Slew  Rate 
Operational  Amplifier  Circuit.  Filed  27 
May  1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  584,565:  Fluidic  Oscilla¬ 
tor  Fuel  Supply  for  Ramjet.  Filed  6  June 
1975;  PCS  $3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  Application  584.566:  Lightweight 
Nickel  Hydrogen  Cell.  Filed  6  June  1975; 
PC$3 .50 /  MF$2 .25. 

Patent  Application  584,568:  Thermally 
Stable  Dloxo  and  Dithio-Benzisoqulnoline 
Compositions  and  Process  of  Synthesizing 
Same.  Filed  6  June  1975;  PC$3.50  MF&225. 
Patent  Application  587,488:  Fabrication  of 
Plastic  Pipe  by  Heat  Shrinking  Film.  Filed 
16  June  1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  Application  588,553:  Linear  Filter 
Network.  Filed  19  June  1975:  PC$3.50/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  588.735:  Regulating  Digi¬ 
tal  Power  Supply.  Filed  19  June  1975;  PC 
$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  Application  588,736:  Thermally 
Stable  Benzimidazonaphthyridine  Com¬ 
positions.  Filed  19  June  1975;  PC$3.50/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  590.981:  Edgetone  Sup¬ 
pression  Device  for  Wind  Tunnel  Walls. 
Filed  27  June  1975;  PC$3.50/ MF$2.25. 
Patent  application  592,296:  Fluorine  Gen¬ 
erating  Solid  Formulation  for  Use  in 
Chemical  Lasers.  Filed  1  July  1975;  PC 
$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  592,297:  Gas  Generating 
System  for  Chemical  Lasers.  Filed  1  July 
1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  592,298:  Fluorine  Gen¬ 
erating  Formulation  for  Use  in  Chemical 
Lasers.  Filed  1  July  1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 
Patent  3,892,030:  Method  of  Fabricating  a 
Billet  from  Metal  Preforms  and  Metal 
Powder.  Filed  29  April  1974,  patented  1 
July  1975,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,892,488:  Laser  Site  Marking  System. 
Filed  22  February  1974;  patented  1  July 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3896,449:  Apparatus  for  Providing 
Higher  Order  Mode  Compensation  in  Horn 
Antennas.  Filed  22  February  1974:  pat¬ 
ented  22  July  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 
Patent  3,896,666:  Induced  Agglomeration 
System  for  Use  in  a  System  for  Simulating 
Reentry  Flow  Conditions.  Filed  25  March 
1974;  patented  29  July  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,896,902:  Plug  for  Drive  Shaft  with 
Internal  Drive  Spline.  Filed  80  May  1974; 
patented  29  July  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 


Patent  3897,152:  Laser  Doppler  Velocimeter. 
Filed  4  February  1974;  patented  29  July 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,897,919:  Integral  Aircraft  Barrier 
Net.  Filed  13  February  1974;  patented  6 
August  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,898,111:  Quinone  Inhibitors  in  Or- 
ganometalllc  Polyurethane  Propellant 
Compositions.  Filed  26  November  1968; 
patented  5  August  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,898.571:  Pulse  Shape  Detector.  Filed 
13  May  1974;  patented  5  August  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,898.669:  Apparatus  for  Providing 
Higher  Order  Mode  Compensation  in  Horn 
Antennas.  Filed  22  February  1974;  pat¬ 
ented  5  August  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,900,802:  Two  Stage  Gas  Dynamic 

•  Laser.  Filed  8  June  1973;  patented  19  Au¬ 
gust  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,900,849:  Conical  Unbalanced  Spiral 
Radar  Modulator.  Filed  17  October  1973; 
patented  19  August  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,900.851:  Multi-Channel  Wideband 
Oscillograph.  Filed  7  January  1974;  pat¬ 
ented  19  August  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,901,028:  Ramjet  with  Integrated 
Rocket  Boost  Motor.  Filed  21  May  1974; 
patented  26  August  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,901,153:  Wrapped  Laminated  Felted 
Monolithic  Combustible  Cartridge  Case. 
Filed  1  March  1974;  patented  26  August 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,901,277:  Variable  Fluidic  Imped¬ 
ance  Feedback  Loop  for  Oscillating  Jet 
Nozzle.  Filed  14  August  1974;  patented 

26  August  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,901,281:  Aircraft  Fuel  Line.  Filed 

27  December  1972;  patented  26  August 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  op  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Chief,  Patent  Branch,  West- 
wood  Bldg.,  Bethesda,  MD  20014. 

Patent  3,924,135:  Direct-Response  Ultravi¬ 
olet  Dosimeter  Utilizing  Thermolumines¬ 
cent  Magnesium  Oxide.  Filed  26  Novem¬ 
ber  1974;  patented  2  December  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,927,826:  Rotor  for  Centrifugal  Test¬ 
ing  of  Electrophoresis  Gel.  Filed  27  Au¬ 
gust  1974;  patented  23  December  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Branch 
of  Patents,  18th  and  C  Streets,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  21240. 

Patent  application  610,810:  Method  and  Ap¬ 
paratus  for  Manipulating  Line  Weight  in 
an  Image.  Filed  5  September  1975;  PC$3.50/ 
MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  633,141:  Method  and  Ap¬ 
paratus  for  Hydraulically  Transporting 
Granular  Solid  Material  Through  a  Pipe¬ 
line  and  Mining  Apparatus  Incorporating 
the  Same.  Filed  18  November  1975;  PC 
$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  636,879:  Synthesis  of  Ru¬ 
tile  from  Tltaniferous  Slags.  Filed  2  De¬ 
cember  1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  3,922,914:  Bed  Level  Monitor.  Filed  18 
September  1974;  patented  2  December  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,925.068:  Preparation  of  Alloys.  Filed 
5  September  1974;  patented  9  December 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Navy, 

Assistant  Chief  for  Patents, 

Office  of  Naval  Research, 

Code  302, 

Arlington,  VA  22217. 


Patent  application  376,784:  Silver  Sulfide 
Cathode  for  Liquid  Ammonia  Batteries  and 
Fuel  Cells.  Filed  5  July  1973;  PC$3.50 
MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  391,407:  Preparation  of 
Rare  Earth  Compounds.  Filed  24  August 
1973;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  Application  399,234:  Improved  Mag- 
netostrictive  Transducer.  Filed  20  Septem¬ 
ber  1973;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  472,404 :  Bonding  Material 
for  Planar  Electronic  Device.  Filed  22  May 
1974;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  494,101:  Flexible  Tube 
Section  for  Gimballed  IR  Detectors.  Filed 
2  August  1974;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  501,305:  Memory  Wire  and 
Synchronous  Plating  Techniques  There¬ 
fore.  Filed  28  August  1974;  PC$3.50/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  505,395:  Push  Plug.  Filed 
12  September  1974;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  505,810:  An  Image  Inter¬ 
penetration  Device  for  Generating  Numeri¬ 
cal  Control  Software.  Filed  13  September 
1974;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  508,491:  Connector  Back- 
shell  Adapter  and  Method  of  Using  Same 
Filed  23  September  1974;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  528,595:  Aural  Warning 
Apparatus.  Filed  2  December  1974;  PC$3.50/ 
MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  528,825:  Liquid  Crystal 
Switch  for  Optical  Waveguide.  Filed  2  De¬ 
cember  1974;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  536,698 :  Stable  Base  Band 
Adaptive  Loop.  Filed  26  December  1974; 
PC$3 .50  /  MF$2 .25. 

Patent  application  543,562 :  Adaptive  Sidelobe 
Clutter  Cancellation  System.  Filed  23  Jan¬ 
uary  1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  544,463:  Personal  Atmos¬ 
phere  Sampler.  Filed  27  January  1976;  PC 
$3 .50/  MF$2 .25 . 

Patent  application  552,001:  Crash  Load  At¬ 
tenuating  Troop  Seat.  Filed  24  February 
1974;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  580,078 :  Gas  Vent  System 
for  Operation  in  Any  Arbitrary  Spatial  Ori¬ 
entation.  Filed  22  May  1975;  PC$3.50/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  582,503:  Method  for  Acce¬ 
lerated  V3Ga  Thin  Film  Growth.  Filed  30 
May  1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  582,561 :  Water-Seal  Splice 
for  Coaxial  Cables.  Filed  30  May  1975;  PC 
$3 .50/MF$2 .25 . 

Patent  application  591,191:  Semiconductor 
Visible  Image  Storage  Device.  Filed  27  June 
1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  691,677:  Tension  Release 
Latch.  Filed  30  June  75;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  591,586:  External  Light¬ 
ing  System  for  Hypobaric  and  Hyperbaric 
Chambers.  Filed  30  June  75;  PC$3.50  MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  596,870:  Interferometri- 
cally  Tuned  Multi-Atmosphere  C02  Laser. 
Filed  17  July  1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  696,871:  A  Method  of  De¬ 
termining  Piezoelectric  Constants  of  Cera¬ 
mic  Rings.  Filed  17  July  1975;  PC$3  50  MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  596,930:  Mode-Launcher 
for  Simulated  Waveguide.  Filed  17  July 
1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  Application  698,978:  Low  Distortion 
High  Energy  Laser  Mirror.  Filed  26  July 
1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  599,295:  Automatic  Pa¬ 
tient  Weighing  System.  Filed  23  July  1975; 
PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  600,255:  Platelike  Dy¬ 
namic  Vibration  Absorber.  Filed  30  July 
1975;  PC$4.00/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  600,662:  Missile  Stage 
Coupler.  Filed  31  July  1975,  PC$3.60/MP 
$2.25. 
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Patent  application  602,608:  RF  Isolated  In¬ 
dicator  Lights.  Filed  7  August  1975;  PO- 

$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  606,160:  A  Superconduct¬ 
ing  Microwave  Engine.  Filed  20  August 
1975;  PC$4.00/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  607,172:  Optical  Wave¬ 
guide  Interferometer  Modulator-Switch. 
Filed  25  August  1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  607,178:  Connector  Assem¬ 
bly.  Filed  25  August  1975:  PC83.50/MF82.25. 

Patent  application  607,528:  A  Plate  for  and 
Method  of  Determining  the  Presence  of 
Stray  Electrical  Currents  in  a  Solution. 
Filed  25  August  1975;  PC$3.50MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  610,488:  Active  Liquid 
Core  Fbers.  Filed  4  September  1975;  PC- 
$3.50  MFS2.25. 

Patent  application  610,712:  Superconducting 
Transducer.  Filed  6  September  1975;  PC- 
83.  50/MF82. 25. 

Patent  application  610,728:  Multielectrode 
Apparatus  and  Techniques  to  Prepare 
Aligned  Asbestos  Fibers  on  a  Thin  Sub¬ 
strate.  Filed  5  September  1975;  PC83.50/ 
MF82.25. 

Patent  application  610,729:  Grid  for  Aligning 
Polarized  Particles  Such  as  Asbestos.  Filed 
5  September  1975;  PC83.50/MF82.25. 

Patent  application  610,730:  Parallel-Beam  X- 
Ray  Optics  for  Measurinfg  Asbestos.  Filed 
5  September  1975;  PC83.50/MF82.25. 

Patent  application  610.820:  Interactive  Nega¬ 
tive  Resistance  Multlple-Stable-8tate  De¬ 
vice.  Filed  5  September  1975;  PC83.50/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  612,409:  Waveform  Com¬ 
paring  Phasemeter.  Filed  11  September 
1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Pat  application  618.727:  Load  Crack  Testing 
Device.  Filed  1  October  1975;  PC$3.50/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  619,135:  Segmented  Flow 
Laser  Cavity.  Filed  2  October  1975;  PC/ 
$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  619.283:  Multi-Size  Socket 
Wrench.  Filed  8  October  1975;  PC83.50/ 
MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  621,174:  A  Method  of  De¬ 
termining  the  Physical  Characteristics  of 
a  Sea  Floor.  Filed  14  October  1975;  PC 
84.00  MF82.25. 

Patent  application  623.143:  Internally  Ref¬ 
erenced,  Laser  Intracavity  Technique  for 
Measuring  Small  Gains  or  Losses.  Filed 
16  October  1975;  PC83.50/MF82.25. 

Patent  application  623.144:  Optically  Acti¬ 
vated  Exclplex  Shutter/ Attentuator.  Filed 
16  October  1975;  PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  623,278:  Explosively 
Driven  Laser  Ampllfler  System.  Filed  17 
October  1875;  PC83.50/MF82.25. 

Patent  application  623.526:  Method  for  Mak¬ 
ing  Beam  Leads.  Filed  17  October  1975; 
PC83.50/MF82.25. 

Patent  application  624,090 :  Continuous  Non- 
Invaslve  Blood  Pressure  Monitor.  Filed 
lng  Uniform  Stress-Free  Thin  Films.  Filed 
20  October  1976;  PC83.50  MF82.25. 

Patent  application  624.201 :  Method  for  Form¬ 
ing  Uniform  Stress-Free  Thin  Films.  Filed 
20  October  1975;  PC83.50/MF82.25. 

Patent  application  625.220:  Stand-Aid  In¬ 
valid  Wheelchair.  Filed  23  October  1975; 
PC$3.50/MF$2.25. 

Patent  application  626.386:  A  Multiple  Sea¬ 
floor  Storage  and  8upply  System.  Filed 
28  October  1975:  PC83  50/MF82U5. 

Patent  application  626.432:  Solvent-Based 
Activator  for  Ensuring  Paint  Adhesion  to 
Titanium  and  Stainless  Steel.  Filed  28  Oc¬ 
tober  1975;  PC83.50/MF82.25. 

Patent  application  627.495:  Method  of  Fab¬ 
ricating  Low-Loss  Channel  Optical  Wave¬ 
guides.  Filed  80  October  1976;  PC83.50/ 
MF82.25. 

Patent  application  628.261 :  Emlttance  Calori¬ 
metric  Method.  Filed  3  November  1975;  PC 
83.50/MF82J5. 


Patent  application  628.301 :  Expansion  Bolt 
for  Use  in  Soft  and  Porous  Materials.  Filed 
3  November  1975;  PC83.50/MF  82.25. 

Patent  3.859,043:  Treatments  for  Improving 
the  Process  and  Yield  of  Carbon  Fibers  Ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Pyrolysis  of  Rayon  Yarn. 
Filed  2  March  1972;  patented  7  January 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,866,246:  Shoulder  Disarticulation 
Prosthetic  System.  Filed  14  November  1972, 
patented  18  February  1976;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,868,143:  Cash  Load  Attenuating 
Troop  Seat.  Filed  25  April  1973;  patented 
25  February  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,871,902:  Method  of  Coating  a  Space¬ 
craft  Shell  Surface.  Filed  22  March  1973; 
patented  18  March  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,872,045:  Fluorinated  Epoxy  Resins 
Containing  Polytetrafluoroalkylene  Fillers. 
Filed  22  August  1973;  patented  18  March 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,872,158:  Oxalacetlc  Acid  BIS(2- 
Substltuted-2.2  Dlnltroethyl)  Esters.  Filed 
6  November  1970;  patented  18  March  1976; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,872.159:  2-Substltuted-2,2-Dlnltro- 
ethoxyfumarlc  Acid.  BIS(2-Sub6tltuted- 
2,2-Dlnltroethyl)  Ester.  Filed  6  November 
1970;  patented  18  March  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,872,403:  Transverse  Laminar  Flow 
Dye  Laser  Cell.  Filed  22  February  1974; 
patented  18  March  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3.872,476:  Fruit  Reducatlon  by  Probe 
Selection.  Filed  23  November  1973;  patented 
18  March  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,873,579:  Organic  Azides  and  Method 
of  Preparation  Thereof.  FUed  20  August 
1969,  patented  25  March  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,873,677:  Iodine  Perchlorates.  Filed 
24  May  1973;  patented  25  March  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,873,836:  Charge  Coupled  Radiation 
Detector  Imaging  System.  Filed  19  April 
1974;  patented  25  March  1975;  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  3,873,913:  Shock  Resistant  Magnetic 
Detector  Cores.  Filed  30  March  1962; 
patented  25  March  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,875.924:  Hydrazine  Fueled  Diver’s 
Heating  System.  Filed  25  March  1974:  pat¬ 
ented  8  April  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,876,723:  Process  of  Curing  Poly- 
dlenes  with  Polyepoxides  and  Polythiola. 
Filed  21  January  1974;  patented  8  April 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,878,008:  Method  of  Forming  High 
Reliability  Mesa  Diode.  Filed  25  February 
1975;  patented  15  April  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,879,430:  Highly  Fluorinated  Dlgly- 
cldyl  Ethers.  Filed  13  September  1973;  pat¬ 
ented  22  April  1975:  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,880,943 :  Highly  Fluorinated  Organic 
Compounds  and  Synthesis  of  Perfluorosty- 
rene.  Filed  13  January  1970;  patented  29 
April  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.881.359:  Hot  Atmosphere  Particulate 
Sampler.  Filed  26  April  1974;  patented  6 
May  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,881,946:  Platinum-Free  Glass.  Filed 
30  May  1973;  patented  6  May  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,882,303:  Digital  Frequency  Correla¬ 
tor.  Filed  8  April  1974;  patented  6  May 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,882,748:  Cable  Cutter  Assembly. 
Filed  25  March  1974;  patented  13  May  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,882,960:  Ride  Quality  Control  for 
8urface  Effects  Craft.  Filed  18  April  1974; 
patented  13  May  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 


Patent  3.883,374:  Double-Base  Propellant 
Containing  Organic  Azide.  Filed  26  April 
1972;  patented  13  May  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,883,412:  Desalination  Process.  Filed 
30  January  1974;  patented  18  May  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,883,805:  Determination  of  the  Sus¬ 
ceptibility  of  Semiconductor  Devices  to 
Thermal  Second  Breakdowns.  Filed  7  March 
1974;  patented  13  May  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,885,138:  Ultra  Linear  Frequency 
Sweep  Generator.  Filed  18  July  1974:  pat¬ 
ented  20  May  1976;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,886,498:  Wideband,  Matched  Three 
Port  Power  Divider.  Filed  22  July  1974;  pat¬ 
ented  27  May  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,886,612:  Man  Overboard  Package. 
Filed  29  August  1974;  patented  3  June  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,887,446:  Electrochemical  Prepara¬ 
tion  of  Metallic  Tellurldes.  FUed  26  July 
1974;  patented  3  June  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,887,479:  Process  for  Preparation  of 
Ferrites.  Filed  30  October  1973:  patented  3 
June  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.888,648:  Method  for  Forming  an  Op¬ 
tical  Wave  Guide  Coupler.  Filed  6  March 
1974;  patented  10  June  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,889,108:  Adaptive  Low  Pass  Filter; 
filed  25  July  1974:  patented  10  June  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,889.213:  Double-Cavity  Microwave 
Filter:  filed  25  April  1974;  patented  10  June 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,889,268:  Method  of  Antenna  Tuning; 
filed  1  March  1974:  patented  10  June  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.890.645:  Traveling-Wave-Tube  Pro¬ 
tection  Circuit;  filed  12  April  1974:  pat¬ 
ented  17  June  1975:  not  avaUable  NTIS. 

Patent  3,892,130:  Deep  Sea  Microbiological 
Sampling  and  Culturing  Apparatus  and 
Method:  filed  11  Februarv  1974;  patented  1 
July  1975:  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,892,281 :  Temperature  Measuring 
System  Having  Sensor  Time  Constant  Com¬ 
pensation;  filed  31  July  1974;  patented  1 
July  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,892,648:  Electrochemical  Deposition 
of  Bone:  filed  16  April  1974;  patented  1  July 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,892,649:  Electrodeposition  of  Bone 
Within  a  Plastic  Matrix;  filed  13  May  1974; 
patented  1  July  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,893,039:  Two-Channel  Phase-Locked 
Loop;  filed  2  May  1974;  patented  1  July 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,893,231:  Technique  for  Fabricating 
Vacuum  Waveguide  in  the  X-Ray  Region; 
filed  19  December  1974;  patented  8  July 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,895, 183:  Waterborne  Vehicle  Trainer 
Visual  System;  filled  29  October  1973:  pat¬ 
ented  15  July  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,898,878:  Ship  Speed  Indicator;  filed 
15  August  1974;  patented  12  August  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Tennessee  Vallet  Authority,  Division  Of 
Law,  Muscle  Shoals,  AL  35660. 

Patent  3,922,157:  Production  of  Nitrogen- 
Phosphorus  Compounds;  filed  9  October 
1973;  patented  25  November  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

[FR  Doc.76-10705  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


GOVERNMENT-OWNED  INVENTIONS 
Availability  for  Licensing 
The  Inventions  listed  below  are  owned 
by  the  U.S.  Government  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  U.S.  licensing  and  possibly  for- 
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eign  licensing,  in  accordance  with  the  li¬ 
censing  policies  of  the  agency  sponsors. 

Copies  of  the  patents  cited  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 
and  Trademarks,  Washington,  D.C. 
20231,  for  $.50  each.  Requests  for  copies 
of  patents  must  include  the  patent  num¬ 
ber. 

Copies  of  the  patent  applications, 
either  paper  copy  (PC)  or  microfiche 
(MF),  can  be  purchased  at  the  prices 
cited  from  the  National  Technical  In¬ 
formation  Service  (NTIS),  Springfield, 
Virginia  22161.  Requests  for  copies  of 
patent  applications  must  include  the 
PAT-APPL-n umber .  Claims  are  deleted 
from  patent  application  copies  sold  to  the 
public  to  avoid  premature  disclosure  in 
the  event  of  an  interference  before  the 
Patent  and  Trademark  Office.  Claims  and 
other  technical  data  will  usually  be  made 
available  to  serious  prospective  licensees 
by  the  agency  which  filed  the  case. 

Requests  for  licensing  information  on 
a  particular  invention  should  be  directed 
to  the  address  cited  for  the  agency - 
sponsor. 

Douglas  J.  Campion, 
Patent  Program  Coordinator. 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Aik  Force,  AF/JACP, 
Washington,  D.C.  20314 

Patent  3,891,456:  Surface  Treatment  of  Ti¬ 
tanium  and  Titanium  Alloys;  filed  17  Oc¬ 
tober  1973;  patented  24  June  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,891,461;  Chemical  Protection  of  As¬ 
bestos;  filed  6  October  1973;  patented  24 
June  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,891,945:  Configuration  for  Efficient 
Cooling  and  Excitation  of  High  Average 
Power  Solid  State  Lasers;  filed  20  Septem¬ 
ber  1973;  patented  24  June  1975;  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Paten  3,897,316:  Method  for  Manufacturing  a 
Composite  Wall  for  a  Regeneratlvely  Cooled 
Thrust  Chamber  of  a  Liquid  Propellant 
Rocket  Engine;  filed  5  October  1973;  pat¬ 
ented  29  July  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 
Patent  3,901,444:  Window  Wash  System;  filed 
25  September  1974;  patented  26  August 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,901,446:  Induced  Vortex  Swlrler; 
filed  9  May  1974;  patented  26  August  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,901,464:  Flight  Control  Device;  filed 
8  November  1974;  patented  26  August  1976; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,901,723:  Laser  Window  Materials; 
filed  24  January  1973;  patented  26  August 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,910,189:  Deployment  of  Conduct- 
tors  into  the  Atmosphere;  filed  25  March 
1974;  patented  7  October  1975;  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  3,912,934:  Variable  Free  Stream 
Buffer;  filed  25  September  1974,  patented 
14  October  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture ,  Research 
Agreements  and  Patent  Management 
Branch,  General  Services  Division,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782. 

Patent  3,720,672:  Preparation  of  2-Methoxy- 
3 -Isobutyl pyrazine;  filed  7  January  1971; 
patented  13  March  1973;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,725,261:  Removal  of  Mercury  from 
Liquids  Using  Keratin  Derivatives;  filed 
5  November  1971;  patented  3  April  1973; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,725,425:  l,4,6,6-Tetrahydro-2-Aceto- 
pyridlne.  Its  Salts  and  Bisulphite  Addition 


Products,  and  Synthesis  Thereof;  filed  29 
March  1968;  patented  8  April  1973;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,725,442:  Copolymers  of  Vinyl  Mon¬ 
omers  and  Polyesters;  filed  9  April  1970; 
patented  3  April  1973;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,736.231:  Preparation  of  Insolubll- 
lzed  Enzymes;  filed  1  November  1971;  pat¬ 
ented  29  May  1973;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,746,218:  Preservation  Process  Using 
2-C4-Hydroxy-Phenyl )  -  Benzofuran;  filed 
26  March  1971;  patented  10  July  1973;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,746,858:  Shrinkproofing  of  Wool  by 
Low  Temperature  Plasma  Treatment;  filed 
21  December  1971;  patented  17  July  1973; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.749,553:  Modification  of  Wool  with 
Vinyl-Pyridine  and  Zinc  Chloride;  filed 
1  December  1971;  patented  31  July  1973; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,766,261:  Process  of  Producing  Ky- 
nurenine;  filed  14  July  1972;  patented  16 
October  1973;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,770,462:  Beverages  Containing  De¬ 
amidized  Gluten;  filed  8  May  1972; 
patented  6  November  1973;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,775,540:  Cinnamyl  Phenols  Useful 
as  Antimicrobial  Agents;  filed  31  October 
1972;  patented  27  November  1973;  not 
available  NTIS. 


Patent  application  594,416:  Low-Cost  Radar 
Processor;  filed  9  July  1975;  PC  63.60/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  622,924:  An  RF  Signal 
Generator;  filed  16  October  1975;  PC  $3.60/ 
MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  622,925:  FM  RF  Signal 
Generator  Using  Step  Recovery  Diode;  filed 
16  October  1975;  PC  $3.50 /MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  625,336:  Improved  Dy¬ 
namic  Incline  Plane  Endless  Belt  Laminar 
Oil  Collector;  filed  23  October  1975;  PC 
$3.60/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  3,881,559:  Method  for  Stress  Wave 
Drilling;  filed  10  July  1974;  patented  6 
May  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,881,776:  Vermlculatlng  Polytoroidal 
Thruster;  filed  23  November  1973;  patented 
6  May  1975:  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,883,070:  Method  and  Apparatus  for 
Aiding  in  Solution  of  Three-Dimensional 
Fire  Control  Problems;  filed  23  April  1964; 
patented  13  May  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,884,173:  Suppression  of  Cable 
Strumming  Vibration  by  a  Ridged  Cable 
Jacket:  filed  12  July  1974;  patented  20  May 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Assistant  General  Counsel  for 
Patent  Matters,  NASA  Code  GP-2,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20546. 


U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior.  Branch  of 
Patents,  18th  and  C  Streets  NW..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20240. 

Patent  application  627,810:  Thin  Cell  Elec¬ 
tromembrane  Separator;  filed  31  October 
1975;  PC  $3.60/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  627,811:  Parachute-Type 
Mine  Stopping;  filed  31  October  1975;  PC 
$3.50/MF  $2  25. 

Patent  application  629,270:  Coordinated 
Color  Chart  System,  and  Method  for  Pro¬ 
ducing  Same;  filed  6  November  1975;  PC 
$3 .50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  633,139:  Intermediate 
Drive  for  Belt  Conveyor  with  Center  Ver¬ 
tebrae;  filed  18  November  1975;  PC  $3.60/ 
MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  633.140:  Semipermeable 
Membrane;  filed  18  November  1975;  PC 
$3. 50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  639,024:  Removal  of  Iron 
from  Aluminum  Nitrate;  filed  9  December 
1975;  PC  $3 .50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  3,920,403:  Method  of  Desorbing  Gold 
from  Activated  Carbon;  filed  1  February 
1974;  patented  18  November  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,922,331 :  Preparation  of  Microporous 
Rare-Earth  Oxhalides;  filed  14  November 
1973;  patented  25  November  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,926,798:  Reverse  Osmosis  Mem¬ 
brane;  filed  17  October  1974;  patented  16 
December  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,926,799:  Support  for  Dynamic  Mem¬ 
brane;  filed  24  September  1974;  patented 
16  December  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,927,719:  Remote  Sealing  of  Mine 
Passages;  filed  25  April  1975;  patented  23 
December  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

US.  Department  of  the  Navy,  Assistant 
Chief  for  Patents,  Office  of  Naval  Re¬ 
search,  Code  302,  Arlington,  VA  22217. 

Patent  application  600,206:  Directional  Low- 
Frequency  Ring  Hydrophone;  filed  23  Au¬ 
gust  1974;  PC  $3 .50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  609,755:  Complex  Filters, 
Convolvers,  and  Multipliers;  filed  27  Sep¬ 
tember  1974;  PC  $3.50 /MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  644,464:  Technique  for 
Detecting  Energy  and  Determining  the  Fre¬ 
quency  of  Constituent  Energy  Compo¬ 
nents;  filed  27  January  1976;  PC  $3.50/ 
MF  $2.25. 


Patent  application  625,732:  Spring  Operated 
Accelerator  and  Constant  Force  Spring 
Mechanism  Therefor;  filed  24  October  1976; 
PC  $4.00/ MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  625,781:  Capacitive  Shaft 
Encoder;  filed  24  October  1975;  PC  $3.60 
MF  $2.25. 
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GOVERNMENT-OWNED  INVENTIONS 
Availability  for  Licensing 

The  inventions  listed  below  are  owned 
by  the  U.S.  Government  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  U.S.  licensing  and  possibly  for¬ 
eign  licensing,  in  accordance  with  the 
licensing  policies  of  the  agency  sponsors. 

Copies  of  the  patents  cited  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 
and  Trademarks,  Washington,  D.C, 
20231,  for  $.50  each.  Requests  for  copies 
of  patents  must  include  the  patent  num¬ 
ber. 

Copies  of  the  patent  applications, 
either  paper  copy  (PC)  or  microfiche 
(MF),  can  be  purchased  at  the  prices 
cited  from  the  National  Technical  In¬ 
formation  Service  (NTIS),  Springfield, 
Virginia  22161.  Requests  for  copies  of 
patent  applications  must  include  the 
PAT-APPLf-number.  Claims  are  deleted 
from  patent  application  copies  sold  to 
the  public  to  avoid  premature  disclosure 
In  the  event  of  an  interference  before  the 
Patent  and  Trademark  Office.  Claims  and 
other  technical  data  will  usually  be  made 
available  to  serious  prospective  licensees 
by  the  agency  which  filed  the  case. 

Requests  for  licensing  information  on 
a  particular  Invention  should  be  directed 
to  the  address  cited  for  the  agency- 
sponsor. 

Douglas  J.  Campion, 

Patent  Program  Coordinator. 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  AF/JACP, 
Washington,  D.C.  20314. 

Patent  3.887,299:  Non-Abradable  Turbin* 

Seal;  filed  28  August  1973;  patented  3  June 

1975;  not  available  NTIS. 
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Patent  3,887,666:  Getratosylate  or  Tetra- 
amino  Phenylated  Quinoxallne  Monomers 
and  Method  of  Synthesis;  filed  28  March 
1973;  patented  3  June  1976;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,887,786:  Temperature  Controlled 
Hybrid  Oven;  filed  29  August  1974;  pat¬ 
ented  3  June  1976;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,891,165:  Retrieval  Assembly;  filed 
11  December  1973;  patented  24  June  1976; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,891,289:  Lockable  Electrical  Outlet; 
filed  7  February  1974;  patented  24  June 
1976;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,891,945:  Configuration  for  Effi¬ 
cient  Cooling  and  Excitation  of  High 
Average  Ppwer  Solid  State  Lasers;  filed  20 
September  1973;  patented  24  June  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Paten*  3,891,984:  Analog  to  Digital  Conver¬ 
sion  by  Subranging  with  Multiple  Level 
Redundant  Error  Correction;  filed  7  March 
1973;  patented  24  June  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,901,723:  Laser  Window  Materials; 
filed  24  January  1973;  patented  26  August 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,901,855:  Preparation  of  Poly  benzi¬ 
midazoles;  filed  7  August  1974,  patented  26 
August  1976;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,902,066:  Schottky  Barrier  Infrared 
Detector  Arrays  with  Charge  Coupled  De¬ 
vice  Readout;  filed  18  March  1974;  patented 
26  August  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,902,092:  Vibration  Resistant  Geiger- 
Mueller  Tube;  filed  11  April  1974;  pat¬ 
ented  26  August  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,902,176:  Atmospheric  Probe  System 
for  Passive  Telemetry;  filed  27  November 
1973:  patented  26  August  1975;  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  3,910,189:  Deployment  of  Conductors 
into  the  Atmosphere;  filed  25  March  1974; 
patented  7  October  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,912,934:  Variable  Free  Stream  Buf¬ 
fer;  filed  25  September  1974;  patented  14 
October  1976;  not  available  NTIS. 

U  S.  Department  op  Agriculture,  Research 
Agreements  and  Patent  Management 
Branch,  General  Services  Division,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782. 

Patent  application  576,768:  Extraction  of 
Proteins  from  Vegetable  Seed  Composi¬ 
tions;  filed  12  May  1975;  PC  $3.50/ MF  $2.25. 

Patent  3,716,577:  Preparation  of  Fluorinated 
Esters;  filed  30  July  1971;  patented  Febru¬ 
ary  1973;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,869,438:  Process  for  Isolating  Oll- 
Seed  Proteins  Using  Liquid  Fluorocarbons; 
filed  20  May  1974;  patented  4  March  1975, 
not  available  NTIS. 

US.  Department  op  Transportation,  Patent 
Counsel,  400  7th  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C, 

Patent  application  647,317:  Programmable 
Anthropomorphic  Articulation;  filed  7  Jan¬ 
uary  1976;  PC  $3.60/MF  $2.26. 

U.S.  Department  op  the  Interior,  Branch  of 
Patents,  18th  and  C  Streets  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20240. 

Patent  application  644,265:  Sampling  Method 
and  Apparatus;  filed  24  December  1975; 
PC  $3.60/MF  $2.25. 

US.  Department  op  the  Navt,  Assistant 
Chief  for  Patents,  Office  of  Naval  Re¬ 
search,  Code  302,  Arlington,  VA  22217. 

Patent  application  430,369:  Apparatus  and 
Method  of  Insulating  Stator  Colls;  filed 
2  January  1974;  PC  $3.60/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  445.171:  Quick  Setting 
Adhesive  for  Application  Underwater;  filed 
25  February  1974;  PC  $3.60/MF  $2.25. 


Patent  application  453,237:  Perforated  Wall 
Hollow  Cathode  Ion  Laser;  filed  21  March 
1974;  PC  $4.00/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  470,471:  Strapdown  Gyro 
System;  filed  16  May  1974;  PC  $3.60/MF 
$2.25 

Patent  application  485,667:  Periodic  Signal 
Detector,  filed  3  July  1974;  PC  $4.00/MF 

$2.25. 

Patent  application  500,416:  Stress  Crack  Re¬ 
sistant  Sealant;  filed  26  August  1974;  PC 
$3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  509,872:  Detection  of  COj 
in  a  Hyperbaric  Gaseous  Environment; 
filed  27  September  1974;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.26. 

Patent  application  612,835:  Time  Based  Error 
Correction  for  Recording  Systems;  filed 
4  October  1974;  PC  $3.60/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  520,703:  Hydrophone 
Drogue;  filed  4  November  1974;  PC  $3.60/ 
MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  528,114:  Decal  Removal 
Compound;  filed  29  November  1974;  PC 
$3.50  MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  536,531:  Remote  Measure¬ 
ment  of  Fluid  Temperature;  filed  26  De¬ 
cember  1974;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  538,638:  Underwater  In¬ 
spection  Aid;  filed  3  January  1975;  PC 
$3.50  MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  542,478:  Transient  Direc¬ 
tion  Detector:  filed  20  January  1975;  PC 
$3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  544,428:  Transient  Source 
and  Direction  of  Propagation  Detector; 
filed  27  January  1975:  PC  $4.00/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  549,245:  Fluidic  Oil -Wa¬ 
ter  Separator;  filed  12  February  1975;  PC 
$3.50,  MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  560,855:  Digital  Flutter 
Reduction  System;  filed  21  March  1975; 
PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  563.081:  Multipurpose 
Construction  Panel;  filed  28  March  1975; 
PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  572,472:  Digital  to  Analog 
Converter;  filed  25  April  1975;  PC  $3.50/ 
MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  579,515:  Thixotropic 
Chemical  Conversion  Material  for  Corro¬ 
sion  Protection  of  Aluminum  and  Alumi¬ 
num  Alloys;  filed  21  May  1975;  PC  $3.50/ 

MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  581,310:  Bulkhead 
Mounted  Fiber  Optic  Cable  Connector; 
filed  27  May  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  583,310:  8ilicone-Base 
Fire  Resistant  Hydraulic  Fluid;  filed  2 
June  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  583,344:  Bomb  Rack  Arm¬ 
ing  Unit;  filed  2  June  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  587,527:  Aircraft  VLF/LF/ 
MF  Window  Antenna  Receiving  System; 
filed  16  June  1975;  PC  $3.60/MF  $2.26. 

Patent  application  588,527:  Method  for  Mak¬ 
ing  a  Resilient  Storage  Insert;  filed  19 
June  1975;  PC  $3.50  MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  589,180:  Automatically 
Variable  Multistage  Parachute;  filed  23 
June  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  590,538:  Irregular  Opti¬ 
cal  Elements  and  Method  of  Fabrication; 
filed  25  June  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  590,539:  Gradient  Index 
Miniature  Coupling  Lens  and  Method  of 
Fabrication;  filed  26  June  1975;  PC  $3.50/ 
MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  594,416:  Directional  Ra¬ 
diation  by  Asymmetrical  Dielectric  Grat¬ 
ings;  filed  9  July  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  597,854 :  Planing  Ski  Con¬ 
version  to  Stand-Off  Armor;  filed  18  July 
1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  698,317:  Brake  System  for 
Cart:  filed  23  July  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 


Patent  application  601,760;  Pulsed  Laser  Ex¬ 
citation  Source;  filed  4  August  1975;  PC 
$3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  610,582:  Wide  Dynamic 
Range  Analog  Signal  Optical  Communica¬ 
tion  System;  filed  6  September  1975;  PC 
$3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  616,338:  Acousto-Optic 
Gulded-Llght  Beam  Device;  filed  24  Sep¬ 
tember  1975;  PC  63.60/MF  $2.26. 

Patent  application  616,339:  Circuit  for  Re¬ 
versing  Doppler  Signal  Modifying  a  Car¬ 
rier;  filed  24  September  1975;  PC  $3.50/ 
MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  619,556:  VLF  Antenna 
Tower  Base  Insulator;  filed  3  October  1975; 
PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  3,861,220:  Microwave  Gyro;  filed  26 
October  1973;  patented  21  January  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,863,493:  Compensated  Fluidic  Bear¬ 
ing  Clearance  Monitor;  filed  23  November 
1973;  patented  4  February  1975;  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  3,866,148:  Amplitude  Modulator  Hav¬ 
ing  a  Transistor  Controlled  Bias  Current: 
filed  23  November  1973;  patented  11  Feb¬ 
ruary  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,866,846:  Wire  Wrap  Tool;  filed  25 
September  1972;  patented  18  February 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,867,629:  System  for  Measuring  Ro¬ 
tation  Using  Polarized  Light;  filed  28  May 
1974;  patented  18  February  1976;  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  3,868,624:  Apparatus  for  Mapping 
Acoustic  Fields;  filed  29  December  1972; 
patented  25  February  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,868.686:  Range  Tracking  Device  for 
a  Portable  Attack  Warning  Radar;  filed 
16  April  1973;  patented  25  February  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.868.688:  High  Speed  Video  Track 
Loop;  filed  21  June  1973;  patented  25  Feb¬ 
ruary  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,868,922:  Automatic  Latch/Unlatch 
Mechanism;  filed  10  April  1974;  patented 
4  March  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,870,995:  Electronic  Countermeasures 
System;  filed  25  February  1971;  patented 
11  March  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,871,281:  Use  of  the  Chlorate  Candle 
as  a  Source  of  Oxygen  for  the  Emergency 
Destruction  of  Classified  Material;  filed  24 
August  1973:  patented  18  March  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,871,747:  Optical  Waveguide  Display 
Panel;  filed  3  October  1972;  patented  18 
March  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,872,407:  Rapidly  Tunable  Laser; 
filed  1  September  1972:  patented  18  March 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,872,725:  Expandable  Depthometer; 
filed  24  August  1973;  patented  25  March 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.872,819:  Wave-Actuated  Horizontal 
Array  Stretcher:  filed  19  February  1974; 
patented  25  March  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,873,958:  Acoustic  Beam  Former; 
filed  26  December  1973;  patented  25  March 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.875,548:  Calibrator  Plug-in- 

Module  for  Sonobuoy;  filed  1  March  1974; 
patented  1  April  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,876,477:  Fluorocarbon  Solid  Propel¬ 
lant  with  Burning  Rate  Modifier;  filed  15 
September  1965;  patented  8  April  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,880,103:  Tethered  Mine  Hunting 
System;  filed  21  August  1972;  patented  29 
April  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,881,256:  Thickness  Gage;  filed  21 
February  1974;  patented  6  May  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 
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Patent  8,882,808:  Torpedo  Control;  filed  30 
October  1982;  patented  18  May  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  8,888,070:  Method  and  Apparatus  for 
Aiding  In  Solution  of  Three-Dimensional 
Fire  Control  Problems;  filed  23  April  1964; 
patented  13  May  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  8,884,173:  Suppression  of  Cable 
Strumming  Vibration  by  a  Ridged  Cable 
Jacket;  filed  12  July  1974;  patented  20  May 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  8,886,461:  Missile  Radar  Doppler 
Processing  Unit;  filed  28  February  1972; 
patented  27  May  1975;  not  available  NTI8. 

Patent  3,887,896:  Active  Sonar  Image  Per¬ 
ception;  filed  18  April  1974;  patented  3 
June  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,889,065:  Acoustic  Devices  for  Time- 
Multiplexed  Communication;  filed  1  July 
1974;  patented  10  June  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,889,714:  Pipe  Closure  Apparatus; 
filed  17  January  1974;  patented  17  June 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,890,618:  Bessel  Sequence  Echo-Lo¬ 
cation  System;  filed  30  August  1973;  pat¬ 
ented  17  June  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,890,914:  Torpedo  Control  System; 
Filed  4  October  1950;  patented  24  June 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,881,859 :  Pulsed  Variable  Beam  Pat¬ 
tern  Optical  Measuring  Device;  filed  21 
June  1974;  patented  24  June  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,808,633 :  Analog  Memory  Retention 
Time  Extender;  filed  2  April  1969;  patented 
5  August  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

[FR  Doc.76-10707  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


GOVERNMENT-OWNED  INVENTIONS 
Availability  for  Licensing 

The  inventions  listed  below  axe  owned 
by  the  U.S.  Government  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  U.S.  licensing  and  possibly  for¬ 
eign  licensing,  in  accordance  with  the 
licensing  policies  of  the  agency  sponsors. 

Copies  of  the  patents  cited  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 
and  Trademarks,  Washington,  D.C. 
20231,  for  $.50  each.  Requests  for  copies 
of  patents  must  include  the  patent  num¬ 
ber. 

Copies  of  the  patent  applications, 
either  paper  copy  (PC)  or  microfiche 
(MF),  can  be  purchased  at  the  prices 
cited  from  the  National  Technical  Infor¬ 
mation  Service  (NTIS),  Springfield, 
Virginia  22161.  Requests  for  copies  of 
patent  applications  must  include  the 
PAT-APPL-number.  Claims  are  deleted 
from  patent  application  copies  sold  to 
the  public  to  avoid  premature  disclosure 
in  the  event  of  an  interference  before  the 
Patent  and  Trademark  Office.  Claims  and 
other  technical  data  will  usually  be  made 
available  to  serious  prospective  licensees 
by  the  agency  which  filed  the  case. 

Requests  for  licensing  information  on 
a  particular  invention  should  be  directed 
to  the  address  cited  for  the  agency-spon¬ 
sor. 

Douglas  J.  Campion, 
Patent  Program  Coordinator. 

U.S.  Department  op  the  Interior,  Branch  of 
Patents,  18th  and  C  Streets  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20240. 

Patent  application  191,818:  Production  of 

Fish  Protein  Concentrate;  filed  19  October 

1971;  PC  83.25/MF  $2.25. 


NOTICES 

US.  Department  op  the  Navt,  Assistant 
Chief  for  1  “stents ,  Office  of  Naval  Re¬ 
search,  Oode  302,  Arlington.  VA  22217. 

Patent  application  385.528:  Stable  Free -Radi¬ 
cal  Structures;  filed  3  August  1973;  MF 

$2.25. 

Patent  application  554,360:  Catalysts  for 
Chemiluminescent  Systems;  filed  3  March 
1975;  PC  $3 .25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  557,216:  Broad  Bandwidth 
Optical  Modulator  and  Switch;  filed  10 
March  1975;  PC  $3-25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  558,194:  Use  of  High 
Energy  Propellant  in  Gas  Generator;  filed 
13  March  1975;  PC  $3.25/$2.25. 

Patent  application  559,944:  Method  for  Driv¬ 
ing  a  LED  at  High  Speed;  filed  10  March 
1975;  PC  $3.25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  560,076:  Partial  Decom¬ 
position  of  Ablative  Combustor  Liners  for 
Service  Aeroheating  Environments;  filed  20 
March  1975;  PC  $3J25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  560,077:  Powder  Barrier 
Bonding  Technique;  filed  20  March  1975; 
PC  $3.25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  563,748:  Warhead  Casing; 
filed  31  March  1975;  PC  $3.25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  563,751 ;  Method  and  Sys¬ 
tem  for  Locating  Breaks;  filed  31  March 
1975;  PC  $3.25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  563,936;  Automatic 
Threshold  Circuit;  filed  31  March  1975;  PC 
$3.25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  565,486:  An  Integrated 
Electro-Absorptive  Light  Modulator/De¬ 
tector;  filed  7  April  1975;  PC  $3.25/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  565,496:  Laser  Diode 
Modulator  U6ing  Integrated  Optics;  filed  7 
April  1975;  PC  $3.25/MF  $2.25. 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Admin¬ 
istration,  Assistant  General  Counsel  for 
Patent  Matters,  NASA  Oode  GP-2,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20546. 

Patent  application  566,495:  Frequency  Modu¬ 
lated  Oscillator;  filed  9  April  1975;  PC 
$3.25/ MF  $2325. 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  AF,  JACP. 

Washington,  D.C.  20314 

Patent  application  644,456:  Extendable 
Rocket  Motor  Exhaust  Nozzle;  filed  27 
January  1975;  PC  $3325/MP  $2.25. 

Patent  application  544,457:  Pressure  Sensitive 
Regulation  Valve;  filed  27  January  1975; 
PC  83.25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  547,662:  Calibrated 
Quadraxlal  System  for  Measuring  Shielding 
Transfer  Impedance:  filed  6  February  1976; 
PC  $3 .25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  547,663;  Quartz  Wedge 
Polarizer  for  an  Electro  Optic  Switch;  filed 
6  February  1975;  PC  $3.25 /MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  547,664:  Tubular  Regen¬ 
erator  for  a  Cryogenic  Refrigerator;  filed  6 
February  1975;  PC  43.25/ MF  $2.26. 

Patent  application  547.856:  Mirror  Steering 
System;  filed  6  February  1975;  PC  $3 .25/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  550,091:  Power  Line 
Alarm  System;  filed  14. February  1975;  PC 
$3 .25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  550,781:  Radloactively 
Preionized  Electrical  Discharge  Laser;  filed 
18  February  1975;  PC  $3.25/MF  $2.26. 

Patent  application  550,92:  Universal  Tem¬ 
perature  Controlled  Reference  Junction; 
filed  14  February  1975;  PC  $3.25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  551,197:  Method  for 
Modifying  Lattice  Parameters;  filed  19 
February  1975;  PC  $3.25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  553.700:  Thermal  Switch; 
filed  27  February  1975;  PC  $3 .25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  653,701:  Poly(Perflu- 
oroalkylene  Oxide)  Oxadiazoles  and  Their 
Synthesis;  filed  27  February  1976;  PC  $3.75/ 
MF  $2.25. 


Patent  application  653,855:  Rotating  Induc¬ 
tor  Electro-Mechanical  Energy  Conversion 
System;  filed  27  February  1975;  PC  $3.25/ 
MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  556,987:  Air  Bladder  Seat 
Cushion  for  High  Acceleration  Cockpit; 
filed  10  March  1975;  PC  $3.26/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  666,988:  Plasma  Deposited 
Rider  Rings  for  Hot  Displacer;  filed  10 
March  1975;  PC  $3.25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  556,989:  Dual  Function 
Laser  for  Space  Laser  Communications; 
filed  10  March  1975;  PC  $8.25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  557,419:  Tension  Indlca- 
tor-Turnbuckle;  filed  11  March  1975;  PC 
$3 .25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  657,670:  Reverse  Flow  Aft 
Inlet  Ramjet  System;  filed  11  March  1975; 
PC  $3.75/MF  $2.25, 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Research 
Agreements  and  Patent  Management 
Branch,  General  Services  Division,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782. 

Patent  application  523,084;  Preservation  of 
Cereal  Grains;  filed  12  November  1974;  PC 
$3.75/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  3,801,649:  Hydroxymethylated  Deriva¬ 
tives  of  Resin  Acids;  filed  15  March  1972: 
patented  2  April  1974;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.808,964:  Pneumatic  Apparatus  for 
Blanching  Heated  or  Roasted  Peanuts;  filed 
17  March  1972;  patented  7  May  1974;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,811,210:  Mild  Cure  Finishing  Proc¬ 
ess  Incorporating  Improved  Catalyst  Sys¬ 
tems  to  Produce  Wrinkle  Resistant,  Dur¬ 
ably  Pressed  and  Creased  Celluloslc  Textile 
Products;  filed  26  January  1972,  patented 
21  May  1976;  not  available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Energy  Research  and  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Assistant  General  Coun¬ 
sel  for  Patents,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545. 

Patent  Application  509,972:  Secondary  Lift 
for  Magnetically  Levitated  Vehicles;  filed 
27  September  1974;  PC  $3.25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  Application  512,810:  Fission  Fragment 
Excited  Laser  System;  filed  4  October  1975; 
PC  $3 .25/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  Application  514,876:  Flash  Hydroge¬ 
nation  of  Coal;  filed  15  Octboer  1974;  PC 
$3 .25/MF  $2.26. 

Patent  Application  519,324:  Differential  Au¬ 
ger  Spectrometry;  filed  30  October  1974; 
PC  $3325/$2.25. 

Patent  3,852,407:  Method  for  Removing  Al¬ 
kyl  Iodides  from  Air  by  Mercuric  Nitrate 
Solution;  filed  8  August  1972;  patented  3 
December  1974;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,853,700:  Carbon — Trap  Alloys  for 
Liquid  Sodium;  filed  2  November  1973: 
patented  10  December  1974;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,853,979:  Method  for  Removing  Rare 
Earths  from  8 pent  Molten  Metallic  Fluo¬ 
ride  Salt  Mixtures;  filed  14  August  1972; 
patented  10  December  1974;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,854,337:  Charge  Storage  Device; 
filed  1  October  1973;  patented  17  Decem¬ 
ber  1974;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,854,508:  Automated  Sample-Reagent 
Loader;  filed  13  1973;  patented  17  Decem¬ 
ber  1974;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,854.524:  Thermal  Switch-Heat  Pipe; 
filed  7  September  1972;  patented  17  Decem¬ 
ber  1974;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,864,792:  Fiber  Optic  Security  Seal; 
filed  22  March  1973;  patented  17  December 
1974;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,866,335;  Rolling  Diaphragm  Slip 
Joint;  filed  16  November  1973;  patented  24 
December  1974;  not  available  NTIS. 
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Patent  3,857,070:  Single-Lamp  Ground  Detec¬ 
tor  fear  Converter-Inverter  Power  Supplies; 
filed  7  September  1973;  patented  24  Decem¬ 
ber  1974;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.857,913:  Method  for  the  Manufac¬ 
ture  of  Carbon  Foam;  filed  13  October  1972; 
patented  31  December  1974;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,859,165:  Epithermal  to  Intermediate 
Spectrum  Pressurized  Heavy  Water  Breeder 
Reactor;  filed  13  October  1972;  patented  7 
January  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,860,691:  Actinide  Mononltrlde  Mi¬ 
crospheres  and  Process;  14  January  1976; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,861,155:  Pumpable  Rockbolt  Meth¬ 
od;  filed  6  December  1972;  patented  21 
January  1976;  not  available  NTIS. 

(FR  Doc.78-10708  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am) 


GOVERNMENT-OWNED  INVENTIONS 
Availability  for  Licensing 

The  inventions  listed  below  are  owned 
by  the  U.S.  Government  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  U.S.  licensing  and  possibly  for¬ 
eign  licensing,  in  accordance  with  the 
licensing  policies  of  the  agency  sponsors. 

Copies  of  the  patents  cited  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 
and  Trademarks,  Washington,  D.C. 
20231,  for  $0.50  each.  Requests  for  copies 
of  patents  must  include  the  pa  tern  num¬ 
ber. 

Copies  of  the  patent  applications, 
either  paper  copy  (PC)  or  microfiche 
(MP),  can  be  purchased  at  the  prices 
cited  from  the  National  Technical  In¬ 
formation  Service  (NTIS) ,  Springfield, 
Virginia  22161.  Requests  for  copies  of 
patent  applications  must  include  the 
PAT- APPL -number.  Claims  are  deleted 
from  patent  application  copies  sold  to 
the  public  to  avoid  premature  disclosure 
in  the  event  of  an  interference  before 
the  Patent  and  Trademark  Office.  Claims 
and  other  technical  data  will  usually  be 
made  available  to  serious  prospective  li¬ 
censees  by  the  agency  which  filed  the 
case. 

Requests  for  licensing  information  on 
a  particular  invention  should  be  directed 
to  the  address  cited  for  the  agency-spon¬ 
sor. 

Douglas  J.  Campion, 

Patent  Program  Coordinator. 

U  S.  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  AF/JACP. 
Washington,  D.C.  20314. 

Patent  application  488,084:  System  for  Elec¬ 
tronic  Adjustment  of  Effective  Contrast 
Ratio  In  Photographic  Reproduction;  filed 
12  July  1974;  PC  83.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  541,487:  Protective  Cover 
for  a  Missile  Nose  Cone;  filed  16  January 
1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  553,854:  Armor  Piercing 
Projectile;  filed  27  February  1975;  PC 
$3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  576,503:  Periodic  Antenna 
Surface  of  Tripole  Slot  Elements;  filed  12 
May  1975;  PC  83.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  687,490:  High  Power  Mi¬ 
crowave  Radar  Pulse  Shaping  System;  filed 
16  June  1975;  PC  83.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  688.552:  Automatic 
Boundary  Layer  Control  in  an  Ejector  Wing 
Aircraft;  filed  19  June  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  589.805:  Method  for  Pro¬ 
viding  Means  to  Eliminate  Ambiguous 
Polarization  Effects  on  Phase  and  Ampli¬ 


tude  of  Radar  Backscatter  Due  to  Un¬ 
known  Target  Aspect  Angle;  filed  24  June 
1975;  PC  84.00/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  590,881:  Traction  Sheave 
Warning  for  Helicopter  Rescue  Holst  Sys¬ 
tems:  filed  27  June  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  application  590,973:  Adaptive  Clutter 
Cancellation  for  Synthetic  Aperture  AMTI 
Radar;  filed  27  June  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF 
$2.25. 

Patent  3.893.335:  Device  for  Simulating  Re¬ 
entry  Conditions  in  a  Particle  Laden  At¬ 
mosphere;  filed  13  February  1974;  patented 
8  July  1975:  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.897,302:  Heltable  Plug  Radiation 
Switch:  filed  12  August  1969;  patented  29 
July  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.898,497:  Infrared  Camera  Tube; 
filed  1  October  1970:  patented  5  August 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,898.661:  Mini-Regenerator;  filed  29 
November  1973;  patented  5  August  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,898,663:  Retrodirectlve  Transpon¬ 
der;  filed  1  April  1970;  patented  5  August 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.898.910:  Paddle  Wheel  Diffuser;  filed 

11  December  1973;  patented  12  August 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.899.919:  Acoustic  Emission  System 
for  Solid  Propellant  Burn  Rate  Measure¬ 
ments;  filed  21  December  1973;  patented 
19  August  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.899,925:  Valve  System  for  Confined 
Vortex  Flow  System;  filed  17  January 
1974:  patented  19  August  1975;  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  3.900.744:  High  Speed  Electronic 
Channel  Discriminator:  filed  4  February 
1974;  patented  19  August  1975;  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  3.900,799:  Split  Pulse  Generator; 
filed  9  May  1974;  patented  19  August  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.901.281:  Aircraft  Fuel  Line;  filed  27 
December  1972;  patented  26  August  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Research 
Agreements  and  Patent  Management 
Branch,  General  Services  Division, 
Federal  Bldg.,  Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Hyattsville,  Md.  20782. 

Patent  3.873,724:  Method  for  Disrupting 
Normal  Insect  Maturation;  filed  21  March 
1973;  patented  25  March  1975;  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  3.876,772:  Methods  of  Increasing  the 
Attraction  of  the  Gypsy  Moth,  Porthetria 
Dispar  L;  filed  16  May  1973;  patented 

8  April  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,904,773:  Arthropod  Maturation  In¬ 
hibitors;  filed  24  January  1974;  patented 

9  September  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  Patent 
Counsel,  400  7th  Street,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20590. 

Patent  3.804,651 :  Lime  Sllico-Phosphate 
Cement;  filed  21  July  1972;  patented  16 
April  1974;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,815,407:  Resonance  Tire  Inspection 
Method  nad  Apparatus;  filed  22  January 
1973;  patented  11  June  1974;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3.834,686:  Hydraulic  Impact  Absorb¬ 
ing  Bumper;  filed  24  October  1972;  pat¬ 
ented  10  September  1974;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,852,996;  Automotive  Exhaust  Sys¬ 
tem  Leak  Test;  filed  22  June  1973;  pat¬ 
ented  10  December  1974;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3.864,039:  Rail  Gage  Apparatus;  filed 

12  July  1973;  patented  4  February  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 


Patent  3.892,133:  Statistical  Sound  Level 
Analyzer;  filed  13  September  1973;  patented 
1  July  1976;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,911,271:  Radioisotope  Gauge  for  De¬ 
termining  Cement  Content  of  Concrete; 
filed  22  April  1974;  patented  7  October 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Chief,  Patent  Branch,  West- 
wood  Bldg.,  Bethesda,  Md.  10014. 

Patent  application  599.602:  Hydantoln  Com¬ 
pounds  and  Method  of  Use  Thereof;  filed 
28  July  1975;  PC  $4.00/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  applications  629.133:  Esters  of  Aro¬ 
matic  Sulfonic  Acids;  filed  5  November 
1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  3.795.318:  Control  of  Ultrafiltration 
Rates  During  Hemodialysis  with  Highly 
Permeable  Membranes;  filed  26  May  1972; 
patented  5  March  1974;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.925,166:  Atomated  System  for  the 
Determination  of  Bacterial  Antibiotic  Sus¬ 
ceptibilities;  filed  6  September  1974;  pat¬ 
ented  9  December  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,925.547:  Isolation  and  Purification 
of  Active  Principle  of  Fruit  of  Synsepalum 
Dulcificum;  filed  24  April  1973;  patented 
9  December  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.927,977:  Liquid  Crystal  Gas  Analy¬ 
zer:  filed  20  September  1974;  patented  23 
December  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Branch  of 
Patents,  18th  and  C  Streets  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20240, 

Patent  3.929,459:  Charging  an  Electric  Fur¬ 
nace:  filed  13  March  1974;  patented  30  De¬ 
cember  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.929,468:  Process  for  Recovery  of 
Non-Ferrous  Metals  from  Oxide  Ores  and 
Concentrates;  filed  2  January  1975;  pat¬ 
ented  30  December  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Navy,  Assistant 
Chief  for  Patents,  Office  of  Naval  Re¬ 
search,  Code  302,  Arlington,  Va.  22217. 

Patent  application  552,085:  Impregnated  and 
Encapsulated  Wire  Rope  and  Cable;  filed 

24  February  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  607,316:  Side-Mounted 

Automatic  Power  Release  Attachment  for 
Manual  Connectors;  filed  25  August  1975; 
PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  617,885:  Hybrid  Tracking 
Loop  Detector  System;  filed  29  September 
1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  617,886:  Distribution- 
Free  Filter;  filed  29  September  1975;  PC 
$3.50/ MF  $2.25. 

Patent  3.858.437:  Acoustic  Test  Method  and 
Apparatus:  filed  27  March  1973;  patented  7 
January  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,863,166:  Laser  Image  Intensifies 
filed  5  February  1973;  patented  28  Janu¬ 
ary  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,866.214:  Synchro-to-Dlgital  Con¬ 
verter;  filed  5  October  1973;  patented  11 
February  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.866.467:  Wind  Tunnel  Model  Sup¬ 
port  and  Measuring  System  with  Three - 
Degrees-of-Freedom;  filed  20  February 
1973;  patented  18  February  1975:  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  3.869.648:  Suppressor  of  Fast  High 
Power  Electrical  Transients;  filed  19  Octo¬ 
ber  1973;  patented  4  March  1975;  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  3,872.421:  Standing  Wave  Acoustlo 
Parametric  Source;  filed  19  October  1973: 
patented  18  March  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,872,971 :  Multiple  Transducer 
Mounting:  filed  23  October  1973;  patented 

25  March  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 
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Patent  3,876,478:  Light  Sensitive  Explosive 
Mixture;  filed  18  December  1972;  patented 
8  April  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,877,069:  Skew  Correction  System; 
filed  26  November  1963;  patented  8  April 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,878,483:  Voltage-Tunable,  Seven- 
Decade,  Contlnuously-V&rlable  Oscillator 
filed  12  October  1973;  patented  15  April 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,878,766:  Gating  Mechanism;  filed  6 
May  1974;  patented  22  April  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,878,805:  Stabilized  Horizon  Plane 
System;  filed  11  August  1971;  patented  22 
April  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,879,637:  Television  Camera;  filed 

22  March  1972;  patented  22  April  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,879,666:  Circuit  for  Anti-Jam  Re¬ 
ceiver  of  Wide  Dynamic  Range  Utilizing 
Instantaneous  Automatic  Gain  Control 
Action  for  Closely  Packed  Pulses;  filed  15 
February  1963;  patented  22  April  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,879.733:  Method  and  Apparatus  for 
Determining  Near-Field  Antenna  Patterns; 
filed  1  October  1973;  patented  22  April 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.881,258:  All  Attitude  Compass;  filed 
10  December  1973;  patented  6  May  1976; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,882.208:  Method  for  Production  of 
Spherical  Particles  of  a  Solid  Material;  filed 
30  September  1970;  patented  6  May  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.883.376:  High  Reactivity  Fuels  for 
Supersonic  Combustion  Ramjets;  filed  7 
May  1973:  patented  13  May  1975;  not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  3.883.377:  1-Azldo-l.l-Dinitroalkanes, 
Useful  as  Propellants;  filed  27  November 
1968;  patented  13  May  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,883,681:  Anchor  Assembly  for 
Strength  Member  of  Communication  Cable; 
filed  17  December  1973;  patented  13  May 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.883,722:  Active  and  Passive  Sonar 
Range  Computer;  filed  21  June  1973;  pat¬ 
ented  13  May  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.883.803:  Non-Coherent  Multi-Chan¬ 
nel  Optical  Spectrum  Analyzer;  filed  26 
February  1968:  patented  13  May  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.884.118:  Safe  and  Arm  Device;  filed 

23  November  1973;  patented  20  May  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.885.240:  Storage  Radar  System; 
filed  27  June  1967;  patented  20  May  1975; 
not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.887.149:  Retractable  Pendant  Sup¬ 
port;  filed  2  October  1974;  patented  3  June 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.887.873:  Pulse  Amplitude  Modula¬ 
tion,  Frequency  Modulation  Telemetric 
Data  Transmitter;  filed  8  July  1971;  pat¬ 
ented  3  June  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,887.917:  Digital  Radar  Target  Imag¬ 
ing  with  High  Radar  Resolution  Mono¬ 
pulse  Radar;  filed  4  October  1972;  patented 
3  June  1975,  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.887,920:  Thin,  Lightweight  Electro¬ 
magnetic  Wave  Absorber;  filed  12  March 
1963;  patented  3  June  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,887,923:  Radio-Frequency  Holog¬ 
raphy,  filed  26  June  1973;  patented  3  June 
1975:  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,877.991;  Method  of  Assembling  a 
Safety  Device  for  Rockets;  filed  17  May 
1974;  patented  10  June  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,888,416:  Particle  Vaporizer.  Filed  27 
June  1974;  patented  10  June  1975;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.889,149:  Liquid  Cooled  Attenuator; 
filed  24  October  1973;  patented  10  June 
1976;  not  available  NTIS. 


Patent  3,889,532:  Fog  Water  Collector;  filed 
28  August  1974;  patented  17  June  1976;  not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,890.174:  Pyrotechnic  Composition; 
filed  27  November  1973;  patented  17  June 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3.890,565:  Measuring  Core  Reduct- 
ance;  filed  25  April  1960;  patented  17  June 
1976;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,892.053 :  Programmable  Psychomotor 
Task  Simulator  System;  filed  24  January 
1974;  patented  1  July  1975;  not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  3,893,557:  Pneumatic  Strlkedown 
System  for  Projectiles;  filed  29  March  1974; 
patented  8  July  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,894,243:  Polymeric  Transducer  Ar¬ 
ray;  filed  6  June  1974;  patented  8  July 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,905,228:  Mechanical  Heat  Flux  Re¬ 
corder;  filed  20  June  1974;  patented  16  Sep¬ 
tember  1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  3,906,377:  Pulse  Centroid  Detector; 
filed  23  July  1974;  patented  16  September 
1975;  not  available  NTIS. 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Adminis¬ 
tration;  Assistant  General  Counsel  for 
Patent  Matters;  NASA  Code  GP-2;  Wash¬ 
ington,  D  C.  20546. 

Patent  application  676,488:  Low  Cost  Sub¬ 
strates  for  Polycrystalllne  Solar  Cells;  filed 
12  May  1975;  PC  $3.60/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  623,187:  Tubular  Sub- 
llmator/Evaporator  Heat  Sink;  filed  16 
October  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  625,729:  Precision  Allne- 
ment  Apparatus  for  Cutting  a  Workpiece; 
filed  24  October  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  625,733:  Improved  Bime¬ 
tallic  Junctions;  filed  24  October  1975; 
PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  625,734:  Gas  Compression 
Analysis;  filed  24  October  1975;  PC  $3.50/ 
MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  626,942:  Automated  Sin¬ 
gle-Slide  Staining  Device;  filed  29  October 
1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  apllcatlon  630,582:  Smokestack 
Mounted  Airfoil;  filed  10  November  1976; 
PC  $3.60 /MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  630,583:  Open  Loop  Digi¬ 
tal  Frequency  Multiplier;  filed  10  Novem¬ 
ber  1975:  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  630,584:  A  Method  and 
Apparatus  for  Continuously  Processing  a 
Single  Crystalline  Ribbon  In  a  Reduced 
Gravity  Environment;  filed  10  November 
1975;  PC  $3.50 /MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  631,841:  Binary  to  Binary 
Coded  Decimal  Converter;  filed  12  Novem¬ 
ber  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  632,111:  An  Improved 
Rotatable  Mass  for  a  Flywheel;  filed  14 
November  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  633,876:  High  Tempera¬ 
ture  Resistant  Cermet  and  Ceramic  Com¬ 
positions;  filed  20  November  1975;  PC 
$4.00/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  633,877:  High  Tempera¬ 
ture  Oxidation  Resistant  Cermet  Composi¬ 
tions;  filed  20  November  1975;  PC  $3.60/ 
MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  634,205:  Mass  Spectrom¬ 
eter  with  Magnetic  Pole  Pieces  Providing 
the  Magnetic  Fields  for  Both  the  Magnetic 
Sector  and  an  Ion -Type  Vacuum  Pump; 
filed  21  November  1975;  PC  $3.50/MF  $2.25. 

Patent  application  634.304:  Abrasion  Resist¬ 
ant  Coatings  for  Plastic  Surfaces;  filed  21 
November  1975;  PC  $8.50/MF  $225. 

Patent  application  635,519:  Method  for  Fab¬ 
ricating  a  Mass  Spectrometer  Inlet  Leak; 
filed  26  November  1975;  PC  $3.60/MF  $225. 

Patent  application  635,531 :  Linear  Phase  De¬ 
modulator;  filed  26  November  1975;  PC 
$3.60/MF  $2.25. 

[FR  Doc.76-10709  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 
DROPOUT  PREVENTION  PROGRAM 

Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of  Applications 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  Title  VUL, 
Section  807  of  the  Elementary  and  Sec¬ 
ondary  Education  Act,  as  amended  (20 
U.S.C.  887),  applications  are  being  ac¬ 
cepted  for  grants  to  be  made  under  the 
Dropout  Prevention  Program  from  Fiscal 
Year  1976  appropriations. 

Applications  will  be  mailed  by  the 
Office  of  Education  to  all  local  educa¬ 
tional  agencies  upon  request. 

Applications  must  be  received  by  the 
U.S.  Office  of  Education  on  or  before 
June  15,  1976. 

A.  Applications  sent  by  mail.  An  appli¬ 
cation  sent  by  mail  should  be  addressed 
as  follows;  U.S.  Office  of  Education, 
Grant  and  Procurement  Management 
Division,  Application  Control  Center,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202,  Attention:  13.410.  An  appli¬ 
cation  sent  by  mail  will  be  considered  to 
be  received  on  time  by  the  Application 
Control  Center  if: 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
June  10,  1976,  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper 
or  envelope,  or  on  the  original  receipt 
from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  mail 
rooms  in  Washington,  D.C.  In  estabish- 
ing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Commissioner 
will  rely  on  the  time-date  stamp  of  such 
mail  rooms  or  other  documentary  evi¬ 
dence  of  receipt  maintained  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

B.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap¬ 
plication  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  Ap¬ 
plication  Control  Center,  Room  5673,  Re¬ 
gional  Office  Building  Three,  7th  and  D 
Streets,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Hand 
delivered  applications  will  be  accepted 
daily  between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:00  p.m.  Washington,  D.C.  time  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  Federal  holidays. 
Applications  will  not  be  accepted  after 
4:00  p.m.  on  the  closing  date. 

C.  Program  information  and  forms.  In¬ 
formation  and  application  forms  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Bureau  of  School  Sys¬ 
tems,  State  and  Local  Education  Pro¬ 
grams,  Federal  Office  Building  6,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20202. 

D.  Applicable  regulations.  Awards  un¬ 
der  this  program  will  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  in  the  governing  legislation,  as 
well  as  the  Dropout  Prevention  Program 
regulations  (45  CFR  Part  124),  and  the 
Office  of  Education  General  Provisions 
Regulations  (45  CFR  Parts  100  and 
100a).  Awards  under  this  program  are 
also  subject  to  funding  criteria  and  modi¬ 
fied  application  procedures  applicable  to 
the  Dropout  Prevention  Program  which 
are  published  in  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
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Register  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making  section. 

(20  U.S.C.  887) 

Dated:  March  22, 1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
13.410;  Dropout  Prevention  Program) 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 
[FR  Doc.76-10767  Filed  4-13-76; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  75P-0294 ] 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

LISTING  OF  INGREDIENTS  IN  FOOD 
LABELING 

Notice  Reaffirming  Regulatory  Policy 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
reaffirms  the  policy  requiring  that  all 
ingredients  in  pet  foods  be  listed  in  order 
of  decreasing  predominance;  effective 
after  October  12,  1976. 

A  petition  was  filed  by  the  Pet  Food 
Institute  with  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  (FDA)  on  February  21, 
1975,  proposing  that  $  1.10(e)  (21  CFR 
1.10(e) )  and  the  affirmatory  FDA  Com¬ 
pliance  Policy  Guide  7120.07  issued  De¬ 
cember  3,  1973,  be  amended  to  provide 
for  placing  the  declaration  of  water  in 
pet  food  at  the  end  of  the  ingredient  list 
as  "water  sufficient  for  processing,”  with 
the  total  moisture  content  of  the  pet 
food  also  declared  on  the  label  instead 
of  listing  water  as  an  ingredient  in  de¬ 
creasing  order  of  predominance  as  now 
required  by  §  1.10(e)  and  the  policy 
guide. 

The  Commissioner  has  denied  this 
petition  and  a  copy  of  the  petition,  the 
letter  of  denial,  and  FDA  Policy  Guide 
7120.07  are  on  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852. 

In  order  to  inform  everyone  in  the 
pet  food  industry  of  FDA  policy  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  declaration  of  water  as  an 
Ingredient  in  all  foods,  including  pet 
foods,  the  Commissioner  reaffirms  the 
policy  set  forth  in  §  1.10(e)  and  in  the 
Compliance  Policy  Guide  that  all  in¬ 
gredients  shall  be  listed  by  common  or 
usual  name  in  order  of  decreasing 
predominance. 

The  declaration  of  water  in  its  proper 
relative  position  in  the  ingredient  state¬ 
ment  may  be  qualified  as  “sufficient  for 
processing”  or  some  such  similar  state¬ 
ment,  provided  that  the  water  that  has 
been  added  is  indeed  necessary  to  com¬ 
plete  the  processing  of  the  product. 

The  Commissioner  finds  that  segments 
of  the  pet  food  industry,  in  their  reliance 
upon  the  labeling  recommendations 
(model  pet  food  regulations)  issued  by 
the  Pet  Food  Committee  of  the  Associa¬ 
tion  of  American  Feed  Control  Officials 
(AAFCO)  have  failed  to  comply  with 
certain  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  The  AAFCO 
recommendations  state  that,  in  addition 
to  the  information  required  by  the  act, 
the  pet  food  labels  include  a  guaranteed 
analysis  of  minimum  crude  protein  and 


fat  and  a  maximum  of  crude  fiber  and 
moisture  content.  Also,  the  labeling  is 
permitted  to  include  the  statement, 
“Water  sufficient  for  processing  added”. 
Many  pet  food  labels  use  this  last  state¬ 
ment  instead  of  listing  water  as  an  in¬ 
gredient.  In  recognition  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act,  the  AAFCO  recommenda¬ 
tions  do  state  that  failure  to  provide  a 
listing  of  ingredients  in  decreasing  order 
of  predominance  may  cause  the  article 
to  be  misbranded.  FDA  has  never  waived 
the  labeling  requirement  set  forth  in 
§  1.10(e)  for  the  pet  food  industry  or  for 
the  labeling  of  any  other  foods.  Thus,  pet 
food  products  whose  labels  fail  to  include 
water  as  an  ingredient  in  the  decreasing 
order  of  predominance  are  misbranded. 

Therefore,  the  Commissioner  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  in  view  of  the  labeling  in 
current  use,  which  has  developed  because 
of  interpretations  of  the  existing  require¬ 
ments  of  Federal  and  State  regulations, 
and  to  serve  the  public  interest,  a  rea¬ 
sonable  period  should  be  provided  to  the 
pet  food  industry  within  which  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  provisions  of  §  1.10(e).  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  all  pet  food  products  initially 
introduced  into  interstate  -commerce 
after  October  12,  1976  will  be  subject  to 
regulatory  action  if  not  in  accord  with 
the  provisions  of  this  notice. 

Dated:  April  6,  1976. 

Sherwin  Gardner, 

Deputy  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc.76-10712  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


ANESTHESIOLOGY  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Renewal 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6,  1972  (Pub. 
L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App. 
I),  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
announces  the  renewal  of  the  Anesthesi¬ 
ology  Advisory  Committee  (formerly  the 
Respiratory  and  Anesthetic  Drugs  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee)  by  the  Secretary,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  for  an  additional  period  of  2 
years  beyond  March  23,  1976. 

Authority  for  this  committee  will  ex¬ 
pire  March  23,  1978,  unless  the  Secretary 
formally  determines  that  continuation  is 
in  the  public  interest. 

Dated:  April  7,  1976. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.76-10714  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


BIOMETRIC  AND  EPIDEMIOLOGICAL 
METHODOLOGY  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Renewal 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6,  1972  (Pub. 
L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App. 
I) ) ,  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
announces  the  renewal  of  the  Biometric 


and  Epidemiological  Methodology  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  by  the  Secretary,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  for  an  additional  period  of  2  years 
beyond  March  7,  1976. 

Authority  for  this  committee  will  ex¬ 
pire  March  7,  1978,  unless  the  Secretary 
formally  determines  that  continuation  is 
in  the  public  interest. 

Dated:  April  7,  1976. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 

Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.76-10713  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


PANEL  ON  REVIEW  OF  ANTIMICROBIAL 
AGENTS 

Meeting  Cancellation 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  of  October  6,  1972  (Pub.  L. 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App. 
I)),  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
announced  in  a  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  18,  1976  (41 
FR  11334),  public  advisory  committee 
meetings  and  other  required  information 
in  accordance  with  provisions  set  forth  in 
section  10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  act. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  meeting 
of  the  Panel  on  Review  of  Antimicrobial 
Agents  scheduled  for  April  23,  24,  and  25, 
1976  has  been  cancelled. 

The  meeting  is  cancelled  because  the 
committee’s  charter  has  expired. 

Dated:  April  7,  1976. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.76-10715  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


PANEL  ON  REVIEW  OF  HEMORRHOIDAL 
DRUG  PRODUCTS 

Meeting  Rescheduling 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6, 1972  (Pub.  L. 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App. 
I)),  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
announced  in  a  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  18,  1976  (41 
FR  11334),  public  advisory  committee 
meetings  and  other  required  information 
in  accordance  with  provisions  set  forth 
in  section  10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  act. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Panel  on  Review  of  Hemor¬ 
rhoidal  Drug  Products,  scheduled  for 
April  30  and  May  1,  1976,  in  Rockville, 
MD,  has  been  rescheduled  to  meet  on 
May  1  and  2,  1976,  in  Boston,  MA,  at  the 
Massachusetts  General  Hospital,  Gray 
Bldg.,  Sweet  Room.  The  open  session  will 
be  from  9  a.m.  to  10  a.m.  on  May  1.  The 
agenda  will  include  presentations  by  the 
following  guest  speakers:  James  C. 
White,  M.D.,  Professor  Emeritus,  Neuro¬ 
physiology,  Harvard  Medical  School, 
and  Leroy  Van  Dam,  M.D.,  Professor  of 
Anesthesiology,  Harvard  Medical  School. 

This  meeting  is  being  rescheduled  be¬ 
cause  the  guest  speakers  could  not  at¬ 
tend  the  previously  scheduled  open  ses- 
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sion  on  April  30,  nor  could  they  attend 
the  meeting  in  Rockville,  MD. 

Dated:  April  6,  1976. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.76-10716  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


Public  Health  Service 

QUALIFIED  HEALTH  MAINTENANCE 
ORGANIZATIONS 

Determination  Under  Public  Health 
Service  Act 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  42 
CFR  S  110.605,  that  in  the  month  of 
March  1976  the  following  entity  has  been 
determined  to  be  a  qualified  health 
maintenance  organization  under  section 
1310(d)  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  300e-9(d) ) . 

Qualified  Health  Maintenance 
Organization 

NAME.  ADDRESS,  SERVICE  AREA,  AND  DATE  OF 
QUALIFICATION 

(Transitionally  qualified  health  main¬ 
tenance  organizations:  42  CFR  §  110.- 
603(b)) 

1.  Maxi-Care,  4455  W.  117th  Street, 
Suite  502,  Hawthorne,  California  90250. 
Service  area:  South  Bay  and  Southwest 
portion  of  the  Los  Angeles  metropolitan 
area.  The  zip  codes  included  in  the  area 


are  as  follows: 

90001 

90058 

90254 

90503 

90002 

90059 

90260 

90504 

90003  * 

90061 

90266 

90505 

90007 

90062 

90274 

90710 

90008 

90066 

90277 

90717 

90011 

90220 

90278 

90731 

90016 

90221 

90291 

90732 

90018 

90222 

90301 

90744 

90037 

90230 

90302 

90745 

90043 

90245 

90303 

90746 

90044 

90247 

90304 

90747 

90045 

90248 

90305 

90047 

90249 

90501 

90056 

90250 

90502 

Date  of  Qualification:  March  25,  1976. 

Files  containing  detailed  information 
regarding  the  qualified  health  mainte¬ 
nance  organizations  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  between  the  hours  of 
8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  pm.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  at  the  Office  of  the  Administrator, 
Health  Services  Administration,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
Room  14A-27,  Parklawn  Building,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852. 

Questions  about  the  review  process  or 
requests  for  information  about  qualified 
health  maintenance  organizations  should 
be  sent  to  the  same  office. 

Dated:  April  7,  1976. 

Robert  Van  Hoek, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-10720  Filed  4-14-76:8:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

OFFICE  OF  THE  REGIONAL  DIRECTOR, 
REGION  VIII  DENVER,  COLORADO 

Organization  and  Functions 

Part  1  of  the  Statement  of  Organiza¬ 
tion,  Functions,  and  Delegations  of  Au¬ 


thority  of  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education  and  Welfare,  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  is  amended  to  delete  Section 
1E88.10  (40  FR  1544),  Section  1E88.30 
(40  FR  1546) ,  and  Subsection  1E88.20  J. 
and  K.  A  new  Section  1E88.10  and  new 
Subsections  1E88.20  J.  and.  K.  are  sub¬ 
stituted  for  those  deleted.  Subsection 
1E88.20  is  further  amended  to  remove 
[Reserved]  statements  for  Subsections 
H.  and  I.  and  include  functional  state¬ 
ments  for  H.  Office  of  the  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Director  for  Planning  and  Evalua¬ 
tion;  and  I.  Office  of  the  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Director  for  Intergovernmental 
Affairs.  Subsection  J.  now  reflects  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Assistant  Regional  Director 
for  Management  and  Finance;  and  Sub¬ 
section  K.  reflects  the  Office  of  Federal 
Property  Assistance.  Section  1E88.10  re¬ 
flects  the  official  organization  of  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Regional  Director,  Region 

vm. 

Section  1E88.10  Organization.  The  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Regional  Director,  Region 
Vm,  is  under  the  direction  and  control  of 
the  Regional  Director  who  reports  di¬ 
rectly  to  the  Secretary  and  Under  Sec¬ 
retary  and  consists  of  the  following: 

Regional  Director: 

Deputy  Regional  Director 

Office  of  the  Regional  Attorney 

Office  of  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 

Executive  Secretariat 

Office  for  Civil  Rights 

Office  of  Audit 

Office  of  ARD  for  Public  Affairs 
Office  of  ARD  for  Planning  and  Evalua¬ 
tion 

Office  of  ARD  for  Intergovernmental  Af¬ 
fairs 

Office  of  ARD  for  Management  and  Fi¬ 
nance 

Office  of  ARD  for  Human  Development 
Office  of  Long  Term  Care  Standards  En¬ 
forcement 

Office  of  Federal  Property  Assistance 

Section  1E88.20  Functions.  H.  Office  of 
the  Assistant  Regional  Director  for  Plan¬ 
ning  and  Evaluation  (1E8861). 

1.  Serves  as  the  principal  advisor  to 
the  Regional  Director  and  directors  or 
participates  actively  in  all  aspects  of 
planning  and  evaluation. 

2.  Provides  staff  support  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director  in  general  areas  of  short- 
and  long-range  planning,  evaluation,  and 
overall  responsibility  for  regional  parti¬ 
cipation  in  the  Department’s  Master  Cal¬ 
endar  Activities  and  Planning  Guidance 
Memoranda  as  they  relate  to  Regional 
and  National  Departmental  planning  and 
evaluation  efforts. 

a.  Short  Range  Planning:  (1)  Devel¬ 
ops,  implements  and  monitors  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  and  Regional  Director’s  Opera¬ 
tional  Planning  System  (OPS)  objectives 
for  Region  vm. 

(2)  Prepares  and  coordinates  Office  of 
the  Regional  Director  input  into  Regional 
and  National  agency  OPS  objectives  and 
short-range  priorities. 

(3)  Prepares  briefing  materials  and 
arranges  and  coordinates  briefing  ses¬ 
sions  for  periodic  management  confer¬ 
ences  on  OPS  objectives. 

(4)  Represents  the  Regional  Director 
on  Federal  Regional  Council  Interagency 
Planning  Committee. 

b.  Long-Range  Planning:  (1)  Prepares 
and  submits  annual  Regional  Memoran¬ 


dum  outlining  priority  Regional  issues  of 
a  long-range  nature. 

(2)  Prepares  and  coordinates  Regional 
response  to  Program  Memoranda. 

(3)  Identifies  Regional  Issues  for  Anal¬ 
ysis  for  submission  to  the  Secretary. 

(4)  Prepares  and  coordinates  Regional 
Director’s  comments  on  Agency  Forward 
Plans. 

(5)  Provides,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Assistant  Regional  Director  for  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Finance,  Regional  Office  input 
into  Regional  and  National  budget  docu¬ 
ments  to  ensure  their  coordination,  con¬ 
sistency  and  compatibility  with  Regional 
planning  efforts. 

(6)  Prepares  and  coordinates  Regional, 
State  and  local  input  on  proposed  Fed¬ 
eral  legislative  initiatives  and  policy 
issues. 

(7)  Coordinates  Regional  planning  ac¬ 
tivities  with  Regional  Principal  Operat¬ 
ing  Component's  (POC’s)  planning  units 
to  effectively  implement  a  coordinated 
Regional  Planning  strategy. 

c.  Evaluation:  (1)  Develops  an  annual 
Regional  Evaluation  Plan  for  Region 
VIII,  with  input  from  Regional  POC’s 
and  States. 

(2)  Conducts  and/or  monitors  Re¬ 
gional  evaluation  projects. 

(3)  Prepares  and  coordinates  Regional 
Director’s  response  to  National  and  Re¬ 
gional  POC’s  evaluation  plans. 

(4)  Coordinates  Regional  Office  utili¬ 
zation  and  dissemination  of  results  of 
National  and  Regional  evaluation 
studies. 

(5)  Provides  technical  support  to  ORD, 
Regional  POCs  and  States  in  evaluation 
and  monitoring  activities. 

d.  Policy  Development:  (1)  The  Re¬ 
gional  Director  has  delegated  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Regional  Director  for  Planning 
and  Evaluation  the  responsibility  to  pre¬ 
pare  and  comment  on  Regional  Office  in¬ 
put  in  Regional  Office,  Regional  POC’s 
and  headquarters  policy  issues. 

(2)  Representation  on  Federal  Re¬ 
gional  Council  on  Interagency  Commit¬ 
tees  dealing  with  policy  issues  of  priority 
to  the  Regional  Director. 

e.  Social  Indicators:  (1)  Responsibility 
for  development  and  implementation  of 
social  indicators  in  Regional  Office  and 
State,  local  and  general  purpose  govern¬ 
ment  planning  and  evaluation  efforts. 

(2)  Conduct  training  of  ORD,  Regional 
POC’s  and  State  and  local  general  pur¬ 
pose  government  staff  in  utilization  of 
social  indicators. 

I.  Office  of  the  Assistant  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  for  Intergovernmental  Affairs 
(1E8841). 

1.  Serves  as  principal  advisor  to  the 
Regional  Director  and  is  charged  with 
the  accomplishment  of  the  Department’s 
Intergovernmental  coordination  and 
management  assistance  mission  in  the 
Region. 

2.  Serves  as  the  Regional  Director’s 
representative  in  establishing  and  main¬ 
taining  systematic  contacts  with  the  of¬ 
fice  of  Governors,  State  Legislators,  Con¬ 
gressmen,  county  executives  and  Mayors. 
Recommends  methods  for  achieving 
goals  and  objectives,  exercising  priorities 
and  implementing  policies  pertaining  to 
State,  local,  and  tribal  general  purpose 
governments. 
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3.  As  a  result  of  establishing  a  system 
for  intergovernmental  contacts,  estab¬ 
lishes  and  maintains  a  process  for  the 
identification  of  intergovernmental  issues ; 
refers  these  issues  to  the  Regional  Direc¬ 
tor  and  other  Regional  Principal  Operat¬ 
ing  Components  (POC’s)  for  proper 
analysis  and  resolution,  and  coordinates 
the  dissemination  of  information  on 
problems  that  have  been  resolved  to 
State  and  local  governments  and  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  private  interest  groups. 

4.  In  cooperation  with  Office  of  the 
Regional  Director  and  other  Regional 
POC’s  coordinates  and  monitors  proce¬ 
dures  for  securing  timely  state  and  local 
general  purpose  government  review  and 
comment  on  appropriate  policies,  legisla¬ 
tion  and  regulations;  keeps  Regional  Of¬ 
fice  and  Headquarters  staff  informed 
about  current  developments  concerning 
major  human  resource  legislation  and 
policies  at  the  state  and  local  levels. 

5.  Identifies  and  brings  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Region¬ 
al  Director  for  Planning  and  Evaluation 
issues  and  problems  which  may  be  amen¬ 
able  to  HEW  evaluation;  facilitates  in 
coordination  with  the  Office  of  the  As¬ 
sistant  Regional  Director  for  Planning 
and  Evaluation  the  dissemination  of  sig¬ 
nificant  findings  to  state  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments. 

6.  Establishes  a  mechanism  whereby 
state  and  local  general  purpose  govern¬ 
ments  are  provided  an  opportunity  for 
input  into  the  Operational  Planning 
System  process,  and  through  such  system 
establishes  a  process  for  disseminating 
information  on  operational  objectives  to 
state  and  local  governments  and  special 
concern  groups.  In  cooperation  with  the 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Regional  Director 
for  Planning  and  Evaluation  assists 
states  and  local  governments  in  institut¬ 
ing  mechanisms  for  implementing  their 
common  operational  objectives.  Provides 
for  an  exchange  of  information  and  in¬ 
terface  with  other  departments  where 
interdepartmental  efforts  are  required  to 
implement  any  Departmental  policies. 

7.  Coordinates  the  planning  and  deliv¬ 
ery  of  all  technical  assistance  to  state 
and  local  general  purpose  governments 
and  assists  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  and  Regional  POC’s  in  the  delivery 
of  technical  assistance  to  their  state 
agencies  or  state  counterparts. 

8.  Assumes  lead  responsibility  for  the 
development  and  implementation  of  a 
Regional  capacity  building  plan  and 
solicits  the  participation  of  Office  of  the 
Regional  Director  and  all  other  Regional 
POC’s  in  this  effort,  which  includes 
identification  of  constraints  which  im¬ 
pede  current  and/or  potential  partic¬ 
ipants  from  developing  effective  delivery 
systems.  Develops  strategies  for  the  total 
Regional  Office  units  involvement  in 
eliminating  constraints,  provisions  of 
technical  and  financial  assistance  to  gen¬ 
eral  purpose  governments  in  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  a  capacity  building  plan,  in¬ 
cluding  integrated  services  and  manage¬ 
ment  systems. 

9.  Participates  on  interagency  and  in- 
tradepartmental  committees  concerned 


with  fact-finding,  analysis  and  making 
recommendations  to  policy -level  officials 
concerning  intergovernmental  issues. 

10.  Provides  guidance  and  .  staff  sup¬ 
port  to  the  Federal  Regional  Council,  in 
connection  with  operations  and  activi¬ 
ties  which  require  coordination  with 
other  Federal,  State  and  local  govern¬ 
ments.  This  includes  responsibility  for 
maximizing  the  Federal  Regional  Coun¬ 
cil’s  potential  for  improving  the  quality 
and  effectiveness  of  intergovernmental 
operations.  Coordinate  Regional  partici¬ 
pation  on  the  Federal  Executive  Board, 
its  committees,  and  task  forces  relating 
to  HEW  concerns. 

11.  Provides  leadership  for  carrying 
out  the  Regional  Office  manpower  co¬ 
ordination  role  under  the  Comprehensive 
Employment  and  Training  Act  <CETA). 
Assures  that  the  Regional  Work  Plan  is 
implemented  properly  through  the  Re¬ 
gional  Manpower  Coordinator  and  the 
Manpower  Working  Group.  Identifies  in¬ 
ter-relationships  between  manpower  co¬ 
ordination  activities  and  other  Depart¬ 
mental  initiatives  including  capacity 
building,  services  integration,  and  the 
proposed  Allied  Services  Act. 

12.  Assures  that  HEW  resources  are 
provided  to  deprived  special  concern 
groups,  including  reservation  and  non¬ 
reservation  native  Americans,  migrant 
farm  workers.  Blacks  and  Spanish-sur- 
names,  and  persons  living  in  non-urban 
areas  of  the  Region. 

13.  Serves  as  the  Regional  Office  focal 
point  for  the  Rural  Development  effort 
and  serves  as  members  of  the  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  network. 

14.  Serves  as  the  Regional  Office  focal 
point  for  Integrated  Grants,  Simplified 
Funding  Act,  A-95  and  Regional  Direc¬ 
tor’s  Review  and  Signoff. 

15.  Insures  regional  office  compliance 
with  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act,  National  Historic  Preservation  Act, 
National  Archeological  Preservation  Act, 
related  law's,  executive  orders,  regula¬ 
tions  and  guidelines.  Recommends  re¬ 
gional  office  policy  and  develops  proce¬ 
dures  to  insure  a  coordinated  and  inter¬ 
disciplinary  approach  to  assist  programs 
in  the  conduct  of  environmental  analysis 
and  preparation  of  documents  for  activi¬ 
ties  subject  to  the  above-mentioned  re¬ 
quirements  in  accordance  with  Depart¬ 
mental  procedures.  Identifies  and  advises 
the  Regional  Director  as  to  a  recom¬ 
mended  course  of  action  with  respect  to 
emerging  environmental  issues  of  con¬ 
cern  to  the  Department  and  coordinates 
environmental  reviews  by  regional  pro¬ 
gram  staff  in  response  to  other  Federal 
agency  requests  for  input.  Apprises  gen¬ 
eral  purpose  government.  Federal  Re¬ 
gional  Councils,  Clearinghouses  and 
other  concerned  organizations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  HEW  NEPA  requirements  and 
proposed  actions  impacting  on  the  com¬ 
munity.  Serves  as  the  principal  regional 
contact  point  with  the  Department’s 
Chief  Environmental  Officer  and  notifies 
him  of  key  issues  and  emerging  prob¬ 
lems  on  which  the  Secretary  should  be 
advised.  Participates  in  and  coordi¬ 


nates  regional  input  to  environmentally 
related  interagency  studies  and  task 
forces. 

J.  Office  of  the  Assistant  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  for  Management  and  Finance 
(1E8881). 

1.  Encompasses  the  functions  previ¬ 
ously  held  by  the  Assistant  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  for  Financial  Management  and 
the  Executive  Officer  (Administration 
and  Management) .  The  primary  purpose 
for  establishing  a  single  position  is  to 
have  all  of  the  responsibilities  for  the 
business-side  of  the  Regional  Office 
under  one  manager  so  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  may  look  to  this  one  individual 
on  both  financial  and  administrative 
management  matters  related  to  HEW 
Regional  operations. 

2.  The  Assistant  Regional  Director  for 
Management  aftd  Finance  serves  as  the 
principal  advisor  to  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  and  directs  or  participates  ac¬ 
tively  in  all  aspects  of  management  and 
finance  including,  but  not  exhaustive  of, 
management  analysis,  information  sys¬ 
tems,  personnel  management,  contracts 
operations,  Department  and  employee 
services,  property  management  activities, 
architectural  engineering  services,  finan¬ 
cial  accounting  and  reporting,  budget, 
and  grantee  liaison  and  assistance. 

a.  Advises  the  Regional  Director  and 
operating  program  managers  on  financial 
and  administrative  management  matters 
and  interprets  financial  and  administra¬ 
tive  management  policy  as  established 
by  the  Secretary,  Under  Secretary,  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary,  Comptroller;  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Administration  and  Man¬ 
agement;  or  the  Regional  Director. 

b.  Provides  financial  management  sup¬ 
port  to  the  Regional  Director  and  Re¬ 
gional  Principal  Operating  Components 
(POC’s)  for  decentralized  programs  and 
activities.  Under  policies  and  procedures 
established  by  the  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  Comptroller,  supervises  the 
performance  of  the  following  financial 
management  functions:  accounting  and 
financial  reporting,  budget  formulation 
and  execution,  and  work  with  state  and 
local  governments  and  HEW  grantees  to 
include  indirect  cost  negotiations,  single 
letter  of  credit  implementation,  techni¬ 
cal  assistance  audit  follow-up. 

c.  Receives  from  the  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director  and  Regional  POC’s  all 
Regional  budget  and  fiscal  data,  includ¬ 
ing  allowances  and  allotments,  budgeted 
positions  authorized,  and  employment 
ceiling  allocations;  makes  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  Regional  Director  on  the 
managment  of  budgetary  resources  for 
Regional  programs  maintaining  close 
contact  with  counterparts,  at  the  POC 
level  and  in  the  Office  of  the  Comptroller 
to  coordinate  questions  of  Departmental 
financial  management  policy ;  represents 
the  Regional  Director  with  Treasury  De¬ 
partment,  the  HEW  Audit  Agency.  GSA, 
and  GAO  on  financial  management  mat¬ 
ters. 

d.  Performs  Regional  accounting  and 
financial  reporting  for  all  HEW  activi¬ 
ties  for  which  the  Regional  Director  is 
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delegated  the  authority  to  provide  such 
services.  Is  responsible  for  the  recording 
and  reporting  of  all  financial  transac¬ 
tions  of  HEW  Office  of  the  Regional 
Director  and  Regional  POC’s  operations 
through  the  maintenance  of  a  standard¬ 
ized  Regional  Accounting  System. 

e.  Is  responsible  for  the  financial  ad¬ 
ministration  and  management  Office  of 
the  Secretary  Working  Capital  Fund  and 
Departmental  Management  allotments 
or  allowances  issued  to  the  Regional 
Director. 

f.  Maintains  status  reports  on  and  pro¬ 
vides  accounting  services  for  single  let¬ 
ter  of  credit  activities  in  the  Region. 

g.  Performs  budget  activities  as  fol¬ 
lows:  prepares  consolidated  regional 
budget  estimates  and  justifications  for 
activities  for  which  the  Regional  Direc¬ 
tor  has  been  delegated  authority ;  assists 
the  Regional  Director  and  Regional 
POC's  in  advocating  program  budget  pri¬ 
orities  for  centralized  and  decentralized 
programs  based  on  Regional  needs  and 
characteristics :  assesses  Regional  impact 
of  Regional  POC’s  budget  proposals  for 
use  by  the  Regional  Director  in  providing 
comments  to  the  Secretary  on  the  De¬ 
partmental  budget:  supervises  budget 
execution  in  the  Region,  including  the 
recording  and  distribution  of  budget  re¬ 
sources  based  on  allocations,  allotments, 
and  allowances  for  Regional  activities: 
receives  Regional  personnel  ceiling  allow¬ 
ances:  prepares  recommended  allow¬ 
ances  and  manpower  allocations  for  sub¬ 
mission  to  the  Regional  Director:  and 
monitors  recruitment  and  employment 
against  these  allowances.  Develops  and 
implements  a  budget  data  system  capa¬ 
ble  of  monitoring  financial  operating 
plans  and  of  maintaining  current  infor¬ 
mation  of  fund  availability  for  Regional 
programs :  provides  assistance  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  planning  offices  in  formulating  a 
Regional  plan,  overseeing  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  financial  operating  plans  for 
other  Regional  activities,  reviewing  these 
plans  and  providing  comments  to  the 
Regional  Director  and  other  Regional 
personnel:  certifies  to  the  availability  of 
funds  for  all  expenditures  based  on  allot¬ 
ments  and  allowances  issued  to  the  Office 
of  the  Regional  Director  and  Regional 
POC’s. 

h.  Carries  on  cost  allocation  and  pay¬ 
ment  system  activities  as  follows:  pursu¬ 
ant  to  delegation  of  authority  from  the 
Regional  Director,  is  responsible  for  in¬ 
direct  cost  rate  negotiations  (including 
state  and  local  cost  allocations  plans) 
based  on  cost  policies  and  procedures  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Division  of  Financial 
Management  Standards  and  Procedures: 
provides  financial  management  technical 
assistance  to  state  and  local  govern¬ 
ments,  and  other  HEW  grantees  and  con¬ 
tractors:  assists  the  Office  of  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary,  Comptroller,  to  develop 
the  single  letter  of  credit  system  within 
the  Region  and  assists  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  and  Regional  POC's  in  assuring 
effective  follow-up  of  audit  findings  of 
major  managerial  significance  as  dis¬ 
closed  by  reviews  of  grantees’  manage¬ 
ment  system. 


NOTICES 


i.  Serves  as  the  principal  advisor  to  the 
Regional  Director  and  directs  or  partici¬ 
pates  actively  in  all  aspects  of  adminis¬ 
trative  management.  Including  organi¬ 
zation,  procedures,  personnel  manage¬ 
ment,  office  services,  management  in¬ 
formation  systems,  management  analy¬ 
sis,  manpower  management  and  manage¬ 
ment  surveys  and  studies,  paperwork 
management,  and  grants  and  contracts 
management:  identifies  needed  adminis¬ 
trative  and  programmatic  linkages  to  as¬ 
sure  coordinated  HEW  thrust;  and  main¬ 
tains  records  of  delegations  of  authority. 

j.  Has  been  designated  responsibility 
for  the  management  of  certain  central¬ 
ized  contracting  services  in  the  Region. 
Accomplishes,  directs  and/or  sets  Re¬ 
gional  policy  and  establishes  procedures 
for  all  contracting  within  the  authority 
of  the  Regional  Director. 

k.  Provides  leadership  in  the  estab¬ 
lishment,  maintenance,  and  effective  use 
of  management  information  and  the  sys¬ 
tems  related  thereto. 

l.  Administers  all  activities  related  to 
Regional  manpower  utilization  surveys 
and  work  measurement  studies. 

m.  Directs  the  operation  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Personnel  Office  through  the  Re¬ 
gional  Personnel  Officer;  serves  as  the 
principal  advisor  to  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  on  all  aspects  of  personnel  man¬ 
agement,  including  the  classification  of 
positions,  the  staffing  and  processing  of 
appointments,  selected  on-the-job  train¬ 
ing  activities,  and  employee  relations. 

n.  Directs  the  operation  of  Adminis¬ 
trative  Services  through  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Services  Director;  provides  office 
services  to  all  activities  in  and  near  the 
Regional  headquarters  location,  includ¬ 
ing  :  mail  pick  up  and  delivery,  procure¬ 
ment,  stocking  and  distribution  of  com¬ 
mon  supplies,  maintenance  of  the  official 
Regional  files,  printing  and  reproduction 
services,  moving  and  storage  services, 
establishment  and  maintenance  of  a  sys¬ 
tem  of  effective  property  management  in¬ 
cluding  item  and  financial  property  rec¬ 
ords.  Conducts  periodic  inspection  of  Re¬ 
gional  space  and  facilities  to  assure  the 
application  of  optimum  standards  and 
practices  related  to  physical  and  personal 
safety. 

o.  Directs  the  activities  of  the  Division 
of  Regional  Operations  for  Facilities  En¬ 
gineering  and  Construction  through  the 
Regional  Engineer;  assures  the  delivery 
of  the  total  architectural/engineering 
services  in  support  of  HEW  grant  and 
loan  and  direct  Federal  construction  pro¬ 
grams.  carries  out  property  management 
activities  for  HEW -owned  and  utilized 
facilities  within  the  Region,  and  fur¬ 
nishes  other  services  to  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  facilities  used  by 
Regional  staffs. 

p.  Insures  Regional  Office  compliance 
with  the  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Act.  related  laws,  executive  orders,  regu¬ 
lations  and  guidelines. 

K.  Office  of  Federal  Property  Assist¬ 
ance  (1E8806) .  The  Director  reports  to 
the  Regional  Director  and  is  responsible 
for: 


1.  Serving  as  principal  advisor  in  the 
Region  on  all  matters  relating  to  Fed¬ 
eral  surplus  property,  real  and  personal ; 

2.  Allocating  Federal  surplus  personal 
property  to  State  agencies  for  distribu¬ 
tion  to  eligible  institutions  and  organiza¬ 
tions; 

3.  Transferring  Federal  Surplus  real 
property  to  eligible  education  and  health 
organizations; 

4.  Exercising  compliance  responsibility 
of  the  donee  for  both  personal  and  real 
property  transfers: 

5.  Providing  technical  assistance  and 
direction  to  State  agencies  under  the 
Federal  Property  Assistance  Program, 
including  the  approval  of  State  plans  of 
operations. 

Dated:  April  6,  1976. 

John  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

IFR  Doc.76-10765  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Highway  Administration 
BAYONNE  BRIDGE,  ET  AL. 

Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled  mat¬ 
ter  is  assigned  to  be  heard  in  New  York, 
New  York  (location  to  be  announced) ,  as 
set  forth  below,  before  John  E.  Faulk, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

All  evidence  to  be  presented  at  the 
public  hearing  shall  be  in  exhibit  form 
accompanied  by  written  testimony.  The 
exhibits  and  written  testimony  of  the 
person  sponsoring  such  exhibits  will  be 
offered  at  the  time  of  the  public  hearing, 
at  which  time  such  witness  shall  be 
sworn  and  his  or  her  testimony  will  be 
received  as  if  given  orally.  Thereafter, 
the  proponent  of  the  exhibit  and  written 
testimony  shall  stand  for  cross-examina¬ 
tion.  if  any,  of  the  exhibits  and  testimony 
presented.  Direct  oral  testimony,  other 
than  redirect,  will  not  be  permitted. 
Thereafter,  written  rebuttal  testimony 
and  exhibits,  if  any,  may  be  presented. 
Again,  further  oral  testimony  will  not 
be  permitted. 

All  direct  and  rebuttal  written  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits  shall  be  exchanged 
among  the  parties,  postmarked  no  later 
than  the  dates  shown  below. 

The  following  procedural  dates  are 
established : 

Petitions  for  Intervention,  no  later  than 
May  4.  1976  (see  49  C.FJt.  310.9). 

Prehearing  Conference,  May  4,  1976. 

Exchange  of  direct  written  testimony  and 
exhibits,  no  later  than  May  21,  1976. 

Exchange  of  rebuttal  written  testimony 
and  exhibits,  if  any,  no  later  than  June  1, 
1976. 

Public  Hearing,  June  7,  1976. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  parties,  in¬ 
cluding  those  who  have  filed  timely  peti¬ 
tions  for  intervention  which  have  been 
granted,  may,  in  lieu  of  the  formal  pres¬ 
entation  of  evidence  as  described  above. 
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submit  written  affidavits  and  statements 
in  the  form  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  at  the  prehear¬ 
ing  conference. 

All  filings  in  this  matter  shall  be  made 
as  follows: 

John  E.  Faulk,  Administrative  Law  Judge, 
Office  of  judges,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20504. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  this 
9th  day  of  April  1976. 

John  E.  Faulk, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FR  Doc.76-10908  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

POLICIES  REGARDING  URBAN  TRANSIT 

BUS  DESIGN  AND  PERFORMANCE 

SPECIFICATIONS 

Public  Hearing 

The  Department  of  Transportation 
(DOT) ,  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Ad¬ 
ministration  (UMTA),  must  approve 
proposed  specifications  for  mass  trans¬ 
portation  equipment  to  be  purchased 
pursuant  to  grants  made  under  the 
Urban  Mass  Transportation  Act  of 
1964,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1601  et  seq.) 
(the  Act) .  The  UMTA  Transbus  research 
and  development  program,  undertaken 
with  the  participation  of  bus  operators 
and  suppliers,  has  produced  a  number  of 
design  and  performance  improvements 
which  could  be  incorporated  into  the 
specifications  for  ordering  full-size 
(35-40  foot}  transit  buses.  Several  issues 
have  now  emerged  concerning  the  extent 
to  which  UMTA  should  encourage  or 
mandate  performance  or  other  require¬ 
ments  for  transit  buses  purchased  with 
Federal  assistance  under  the  Act.  The 
following  Issues  are  of  particular 
importance: 

1.  Should  UMTA  (a)  mandate  or  (b) 
encourage  the  use  of  the- Transbus  per¬ 
formance  specification  in  connection 
with  all  new  transit  buses  purchased 
after  a  certain  date? 

In  this  connection,  should  the  Trans¬ 
bus  floor  height  specification  be  set  at: 
(a)  22  inches  or  less;  (b)  30  inches  or 
less;  or  (c)  other? 

Further,  depending  upon  the  floor 
height  chosen,  what  front  and  rear  door 
widths  should  be  mandated  or  en¬ 
couraged? 

What  should  be  the  effective  date  of 
any  of  the  above,  and  what  supportive 
actions  should  UMTA  take  in  fur¬ 
therance  of  any  of  the  above? 

2.  UMTA  has  announced  that  final 
regulations  on  the  elderly  and  handi¬ 
capped  provisions  of  the  Act  will  require 
that  all  new  designed  buses  produced 
after  a  certain  date: 

(a)  provide  front  step  risers  which  do 
not  exceed  8  Inches  in  height  (and  in 
the  case  of  the  first  step  from  the 
ground,  a  step  height  of  not  more  than 
8  inches  above  a  6-inch  curb,  for  a  total 
of  not  more  than  14  Inches) ;  and 

(b)  provide  a  wheelchair  accessibility 
package  as  an  option  which  can  be 
ordered  by  a  transit  operator,  including 


a  level  change  device,  at  least  one  wheel¬ 
chair  securement  device,  and  sufficient 
front  or  rear  door  and  passageway 
clearances  to  permit  a  wheelchair  to 
reach  the  securement  location. 

The  remaining  questions  with  regard 
to  these  Issues  are:  (a)  whether  the  8- 
inch  riser  requirement  should  be  applied 
to  the  rear  steps  as  well  as  the  front; 
(b)  the  date  after  which  new  designed 
buses  must  comply  with  the  step  height 
and  wheelchair  access  option  require¬ 
ments;  and  (c)  whether  bus  manufac¬ 
turers  should  be  required  to  provide 
wheelchair  access  packages  for  the  cur¬ 
rent  bus  designs,  either  for  new  buses  or 
previously  produced  buses  on  a  retrofit 
basis,  by  a  certain  date. 

3.  In  an  effort  to  achieve  cost  savings 
in  the  production  and  prices  of  transit 
buses,  what  steps  should  be  taken  or 
process  begun  to  reduce  the  number  of 
options  and  design  differences  which  a 
transit  property  might  order?  What 
other  efforts  toward  standardization 
would  be  useful  and  still  maintain  com¬ 
petition  in  the  industry? 

The  views  of  the  public  including 
transit  operators,  transit  suppliers,  con¬ 
sultants  and  interested  parties  are  de¬ 
sired  to  assist  UMTA  in  resolving  the 
above  issues. 

To  this  end,  a  public  hearing  will  be 
held  on  May  5,  1976  from  9:30  a.m.- 
12  noon  and  2:00  p.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  (EDT) 
at  the  DOT  Headquarters,  Nassif  Build¬ 
ing,  400  7th  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  in  Room  2230.  UMTA  intends  to 
furnish  its  decision  on  questions  (1) 
and  (2),  above,  within  30  days  after  the 
time  period  for  submitting  written  com¬ 
ments  has  elapsed. 

The  morning  hours  of  9:30  a  m. -12 
noon  on  May  5,  1976  will  be  reserved  for 
the  oral  presentations  of  transit  bus 
manufacturers  and  representatives  of  the 
American  Public  Transportation  Asso¬ 
ciation;  other  participants  may  present 
their  views  during  the  afternoon  session 
of  the  hearing.  Additionally,  written 
presentations  by  an  Interested  person, 
including  those  who  may  not  have  suf¬ 
ficient  time  to  express  their  full  views 
at  the  hearing,  anyone  unable  to  at¬ 
tend,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  UMTA,  400  7th  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  before  May  14, 1976. 

All  persons,  official  bodies  and  other 
organizations  interested  in  presenting 
written  and/or  oral  testimony  pertaining 
to  this  hearing  may  register  in  advance 
of  the  hearing  by  calling  (202)  426-4043 
or  writing  the  Director,  UMTA  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  400  7th  Street,  SW.,  Room 
9330,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Those 
persons,  official  bodies  or  other  organi¬ 
zations  who  do  not  register  in  advance 
will  be  registered  at  the  hearing  and  will 
be  heard  after  advance  registrants  have 
been  called  and  heard. 

Background  documents  on  the  issues 
are  available  at  the  DOT  headquarters 
in  the  UMTA  Office  of  Public  Affairs  and 
at  each  of  the  ten  UMTA  field  offices.  In 
connection  with  Question  1,  Interested 
persons  may  be  especially  interested  in 
reviewing  “Transbus  Performance  Re¬ 


quirements,  Part  II  Technical  Specifica¬ 
tions,”  and  “Impact  of  Transbus  on  U.S. 
Transit  Systems,”  available  at  the  above 
offices.  We  suggest  that  you  visit  one  of 
these  locations  for  the  purpose  of  re¬ 
viewing  that  information. 

Addresses  and  locations  of  the  UMTA 
field  offices  are  attached. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  April  9, 
1976. 

Robert  E.  Patricelli, 

Urban  Mass  Transportation 

Administrator. 

UMTA  Field  Office 

REGION  I 

Peter  N.  Stowell,  Regional  Director,  Trans¬ 
portation  Systems  Center,  Kendall  Square, 
65  Broadway,  Cambridge,  Massachusetts 
02142,  (617)  837-2055. 

REGION  II 

John  K.  Taylor,  Regional  Director,  Suite 
607.  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York, 
(212)  264-8162. 

REGION  ni 

Franz  K.  Gimmler,  Regional  Director, 
Suite  1010,  434  Walnut  Street,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19106,  (216)  697-4179. 

REGION  IV 

Doug  Campion,  Regional  Chief,  Suite  501, 
1720  Peachtree  Road,  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30309,  (404  )  285-3948. 

REGION  V 

Ronald  H.  Hoogenboom,  Acting  Chief, 
Suite  1740,  300  S.  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60606,  (312)  353-6005. 

REGION  VI 

Glen  Ford,  Regional  Chief,  Suite  9A32, 
819  Taylor  Street,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76102, 
(817)  334-3787. 

REGION  VII 

Lee  Waddleton,  Regional  Chief,  Room  303, 
6301  Rock  Hill  Road,  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
64131,  (816)  926-5153. 

REGION  VIII 

Theodore  Welgle,  Regional  Director,  Suite 
1822,  Prudential  Plaza,  1050  17th  Street, 
Denver,  Colorado  80202,  (303)  327-3242. 

REGION  IX 

Dee  Jacobs,  Regional  Director,  Suite  620, 
Two  Embarcadero  Center,  San  Francisco, 
California  941 11,  (415)  656-2884. 

REGION  X 

F.  William  Fort,  Regional  Chief,  Suite 
3106,  Federal  Building,  915  Second  Avenue, 
Seattle,  Washington  98174,  (206)  399-4210. 

|FR  Doc.76-10822  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am | 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  29041] 

ALOHA  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Enforcement  Proceeding;  Hearing 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  is 
assigned  to  be  held  on  May  20,  1976,  at 
9:30  a.m.  (local  time)  In  Room  1003, 
Hearing  Room  B,  North  Universal  Build¬ 
ing,  1875  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W, 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  the  under¬ 
signed. 
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Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  April  8, 
1976. 

[seal]  Richard  V.  Backley, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 
[FR  Doc  76-10760  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


I  Docket  290041 

NORTH  CANADA  AIR  LTD.  (NONCANAIR), 

CANADIAN  SCHEDULED  PERMIT  APPLI¬ 
CATION  (REGINA  MINOT) 

Postponement  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  the  hearing 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding,  which 
was  assigned  to  be  held  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  the  prehearing  conference  on 
April  15,  1976  (41  F.R.  14427,  April  5, 
1976),  is  postponed  to  April  16,  1976,  at 
9:30  a.m.  (local  time),  and  will  be  held 
in  Room  1003,  Hearing  Room  C,  Univer¬ 
sal  North  Building,  1875  Connecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  The 
prehearing  conference  will  be  held  as 
originally  scheduled. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  April  9, 
1976. 

[seal]  Frank  M.  Whiting, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc .76-10759  Filed  4-13-76; 8: 45  am] 


[Dockets  27036  and  27101;  Order  76-4-33] 

PAN  AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS, 
INC.  ET  AL 
Enforcement  Proceeding 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1976.  In  the 
Matter  of  the  Complaints  of :  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican  World  Airways,  Inc.,  and  Trans 
World  Airlines,  Inc.,  v.  Seaboard  World 
Airlines,  Inc. 

Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. 
(Pan  American)  and  Trans  World  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  (TWA)  have  filed  complaints 
against  Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc. 
(Seaboard) ,  pursuant  to  Rule  201  of  the 
Board's  Rules  of  Practice.  The  com¬ 
plaints  allege,  inter  alia,  that  Seaboard 
has  violated  sections  401  and  403(b)  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  in  that  it  has  commingled 
charter  traffic  with  scheduled  service 
traffic  on  the  same  flights. 

The  Bureau  of  Enforcement  has  filed 
Petitions  of  Enforcement  in  both  dock¬ 
ets  pursuant  to  Rule  206.  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican  and  TWA  have  Jointly  moved  to 
consolidate  the  cases  and  the  Bureau  has 
filed  an  answer  in  support  of  this  mo¬ 
tion.1 

Seaboard  initially  responded  to  both 
complaints  largely  by  way  of  a  general 
denial  of  all  allegations.  Recently,  How¬ 
ever,  Seaboard  has  filed  a  third-party 
complaint  against  Pan  American  and 
TWA,  In  Docket  28833,  and  has  moved  to 


1  The  Bureau’s  answer  was  accompanied 
by  a  Motion  to  FOe  an  Otherwise  Unau¬ 
thorized  Document,  which  shall  be  granted. 


have  it  consolidated  with  the  above- 
captioned  proceedings. 

The  Bureau  has  not  filed  a  Petition 
for  Enforcement  in  Docket  28833.  It  has, 
however,  filed  an  answer  opposing  Sea¬ 
board's  request  for  consolidation  on  the 
grounds  that  the  issues  raised  in  the 
complaint  of  Seaboard  are  not  the  same 
as  those  raised  in  Dockets  27036  and 
27101.* 

Upon  consideration  of  the  pleadings 
and  all  relevant  facts,  we  have  decided 
to  consolidate  Dockets  27036  and  27101 
and  set  the  matter  for  hearing.  The  par¬ 
ties  and  the  issues  are  the  same  in  both 
dockets.  Further  delay  in  setting  these 
cases  for  hearing  would  not  be  conducive 
to  the  proper  dispatch  of  business  and 
would  not  be  in  the  best  interest  of  jus¬ 
tice. 

We  have  also  decided  to  deny  Sea¬ 
board’s  motion  to  consolidate  its  com¬ 
plaint  with  those  of  Pan  American  and 
TWA.  The  Bureau  has  not  filed  a  Peti¬ 
tion  of  Enforcement  in  Docket  28833; 
accordingly.  Seaboard’s  motion  is  pre¬ 
mature.  Substantively,  the  issues  pre¬ 
sented  in  the  Docket  28833  are  different 
from  the  Issues  presented  in  Dockets 
27036  and  27101. 

As  previously  stated,  the  issues  have 
been  framed  and  joined  in  both  Dockets 
27036  and  27101  and  those  dockets  stand 
ready  for  hearing. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  That  1.  The 

joint  motion  of  Pan  American  World 
Airways,  Inc.,  and  Trans  World  Airlines, 
Inc.,  to  consolidate  the  enforcement 
proceedings  in  Dockets  27036  and  27101 
be  and  it  is  hereby  granted ; 

2.  The  consolidated  proceedings  shall 
be  set  down  for  hearing  before  an  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  of  the  Board  at 
a  time  and  place  hereinafter  designated, 
as  the  orderly  administration  of  the 
Board’s  docket  permits; 

3.  The  motion  of  Seaboard  World  Air¬ 
lines  to  consolidate  Docket  28833  with 
Dockets  27036  and  27101  be  and  it  is 
hereby  denied;  and 

4.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
all  motions,  petitions,  and  request  for 
relief  be  and  they  are  hereby  denied. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10761  Filed  4-13-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  28933] 

SHULMAN  AIR  FREIGHT,  INC. 

Nonacceptance  Tariff  Rule;  Postponement 
of  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  the  prehearing 
conference  in  the  above-entitled  proceed¬ 
ing  which  was  assigned  to  be  held  on 


*  The  Bureau’s  answer  was  accompanied  by 
a  Motion  to  FUe  an  Otherwise  Unauthorized 
Document,  which  shall  be  granted. 


April  15,  1976  (41  FR  13982,  April  1, 1976) 
is  postponed  indefinitely. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  April  9, 
1976. 

rsEALl  Thomas  P.  Sheehan, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 
[FR  Doc.76-10910  Filed  4-13-76:8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

JOINT  INDUSTRY  GOVERNMENT 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

April  9,  1976. 

A  meeting  of  the  Joint  Industry/Gov- 
emment  Committee  (JI/GC)  studying 
the  use  of  the  11.7-12.2  GHz  band  in  ITU 
Region  2  will  be  convened  April  29,  1976 
at  9:30  AM  to  12:30  PM  in  Room  847 
at  1919  “M”  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Six  Working  Groups  of  the  JI/GC 
have  submitted  reports.  A  summary  of 
these  reports  will  be  mailed  to  those  who 
have  directly  or  Indirectly  expressed  an 
interest  in  the  activities  of  this  Com¬ 
mittee. 

Any  party  may  submit  additional 
comments  at  this  meeting  on  the  con¬ 
dition  that  such  comments  are  directed 
to  any  of  the  three  items  set  forth  in 
the  agenda  for  the  January  1977  World 
Administrative  Radio  Conference  on 
the  Broadcasting  Satellite  Service  an¬ 
nounced  by  the  Administrative  Council 
of  the  International  Telecommunica¬ 
tions  Union. 

The  Agenda  is  as  follows : 

1.  To  establish  the  sharing  criteria  for 
the  bands  11.7-12.2  GHz  (in  Regions  2 
and  3)  and  11.7-12.5  GHz  (In  Region  1) 
between  the  Broadcasting-Satellite 
Service  and  the  other  services  to  which 
these  bands  are  allocated,  namely:  the 
Fixed  Service,  the  Mobile  Service  (ex¬ 
cept  the  Aeronautical  Mobile),  the 
Broadcasting  Service,  the  Fixed -Satel¬ 
lite  Service  (Space-to-Earth)  in  Region 
2. 

2.  To  plan  for  the  Broadcasting-Satel¬ 
lite  Service  in  the  above-mentioned 
bands  in  accordance  with  Resolution  No. 
27  of  the  Plenipotentiary  Conference 
(Torremolinos,  1973)  and  Resolution  No. 
Spa  2-2  of  the  World  Administrative 
Conference  for  Space  Telecommunica¬ 
tions,  Geneva,  1971; 

3.  To  establish  procedures  to  govern 
the  use  of  these  bands  by  the  Broadcast¬ 
ing-Satellite  Service  and  by  the  other 
services  mentioned  in  point  1  above  to 
the  extent  considered  necessary  by  the 
Conference. 

The  FCC  has  Issued  two  Notices  of  In¬ 
quiry  in  the  matter  of  the  use  of  the 
11.7-12.2  GHz  band  of  frequencies.  A 
partial  staff  summary  of  the  comments 
received  In  reply  to  these  Notices  will 
also  be  mailed  to  the  parties  of  indi¬ 
cated  Interest. 

Subject  to  change  an  Agenda  for  the 
April  29,  1976  meeting  Is  as  follows: 

(1)  Approval  of  Agenda. 

(2)  Verbatim  minutes  have  been  re¬ 
corded  for  previous  meetings  of  this 
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Committee.  Are  any  corrections  to  these 
Minutes  suggested? 

(3)  Brief  report  by  the  Chairman  of 
each  Working  Group. 

(4)  Life  span  of  the  Joint  Industry/ 
Government  Committee. 

(5)  Structure  of  the  Joint  Industry/ 
Government  Committee. 

(6)  Exchange  of  technical  data  in 
conformity  with  CITEL  Resolution 
CITEL/105  dated  November  25,  1975. 

(7)  Comments  re  UJ9.  Delegation  to 
the  19-77  Broadcasting  WARC. 

(8)  Other  Business. 

(9)  Establish  Time  Frame  for  next 
meeting  of  JI/GC. 

The  above  meeting  is  open  to  members 
of  the  public. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Tseal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-10751  Filed  4-13-76;8.45  am] 


PERSONAL  USE  RADIO  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE  (PURAC) 

Meeting  Announcement 

Date:  April  30, 1976. 

Time:  9:00  A.M. 

Location:  Room  856,  1919  M  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Agenda:  Welcome  and  Introductions. 

Discussion  of  committee  objectives  and 
operation. 

Discussion  of  problem  areas: 

1.  Licensing  systems; 

2.  Improving  rule  compliance;  user 
training; 

3.  Electromagnetic  compatibility;  re¬ 
solving  CB  interference  problems  to 
home  entertainment  devices ; 

4.  Personal  use  radiocommunication 
needs; 

5.  CB  equipment  technical  standards: 

6.  Others  to  be  determined. 

Review  of  committee  recommendation 
and  action  items. 

Other  business  to  be  determined. 

Adjournment. 

Public  participation :  Meetings  of 
PURAC  are  open  to  the  public.  Observers 
who  desire  to  make  an  oral  presentation 
at  scheduled  meetings  should  coordinate 
their  presentation  with  the  Chairman. 
Required  information  includes:  Name, 
mailing  address  and  telephone  number  of 
person  making  the  presentation:  outline 
of  material  to  be  presented;  duration  of 
presentation;  audio/visual  aids  required. 
Written  statements  may  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Committee,  and  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Chairman,  John  B. 
Johnston,  Personal  Use  Radio  Advisory 
Committee.  Room  5114,  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20554. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

IsealI  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10745  Filed  4-13-76; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  20757;  CAC-06354,  5206,  AZ001] 

ARIZONA  CABLE  TV,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  and 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

By  the  Commission : 

1.  Applications  for  certification  of  ex¬ 
isting  cable  television  operations  at  Para¬ 
dise  Valley  and  East  Maricopa  County 
were  filed  by  Arizona  Cable  TV  on 
May  19,  1975,  and  July  1,  1975,  respec¬ 
tively.  Both  communities  are  located 
within  the  Phoenix-Mesa,  Arizona,  major 
television  market  (#43).  The  existing 
sytems  presently  carry  the  following  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  signals : 1 

KTVK  (ABC,  Channel  3)  Phoenix,  Arizona 
KPHO-TV  (Ind.,  Channel  5)  Phoenix,  Ari¬ 
zona 

KAET  (Educ.,  Channel  8)  Phoenix,  Arizona 
KOOL-TV  (CBS,  Channel  10)  Phoenix,  Ari¬ 
zona 

KTAR-TV  (NBC,  Channel  12)  Mesa,  Arizona 
KPAZ-TV  (Ind.,  Channel  21)  Phoenix,  Ari¬ 
zona 

KVOA-TV  (NBC,  Channel  4)  Tucson,  Arizona 
KUAT-TV  (Educ.,  Channel  6)  Tucson,  Ari¬ 
zona 

KGUN-TV  (ABC,  Channel  9)  Tucson,  Ari¬ 
zona 

KOLD-TV  (CBS,  Channel  13)  Tucson,  Ari¬ 
zona 

KZAZ  (Ind.,  Channel  11)  Nogales,  Arizona 

In  addition,  Arizona  Cable  seeks  permis¬ 
sion  to  add  Television  Broadcast  Sta¬ 
tions  KTLA  (Ind.,  Channel  5),  and 
KTTV  (Ind.,  Channel  11)  Los  Angeles, 
California,  to  both  systems,  pursuant  to 
Section  76.61(c)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Meredith  Corporation,  licensee  of 
Station  KPHO-TV,  and  KOOL  Radio 
Television  Inc.,  licensee  of  Station 
KOOL-TV,  have  filed  oppositions  and 
Arizona  Cable  has  replied. 

2.  On  June  29,  1973,  Arizona  Cable  TV 
Inc.,  filed  an  application  (C AC-02447, 
AZ0048)  for  a  certificate  of  compliance 
to  extend  its  existing  system  to  all  un¬ 
incorporated  areas  of  Maricopa  County, 
Arizona,  and  to  add  KTLA  and  KTTV. 
Objections  were  filed  by  KOOL  Radio 
Television,  Inc.,  and  Arizona  Television 
Co.,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Station  KTVK, 
Phoenix,  Arizona.  They  argued,  in  es¬ 
sence,  that  Arizona  Cable’s  application: 
(1)  failed  to  delineate  with  sufficient  pre¬ 
cision  the  areas  of  operation  for  which 
certification  was  requested;  (2)  failed  to 
demonstrate  that  separate  applications 
were  not  necessary  to  satisfy  the  require¬ 
ments  that  distinct  areas  must  be  sepa¬ 
rately  certified;  (3)  attempted  to  extend 


1  In  a  letter  to  the  applicant  dated  De¬ 
cember  31,  1975,  from  the  Cable  Television 
Bureau,  Arizona  Cable  was  requested  to  sub¬ 
mit  a  color-coded  detailed  map  Indicating 
when  cable  service  began  In  each  area  com¬ 
prising  the  total  area  previously  labelled  as 
the  existing  operations.  Arizona  Cable  was 
specifically  asked  to  show  the  service  areas, 
number  of  subscribers  and  signal  carriage 
complement  on  these  dates:  April  27,  1961, 
February  15,  1966,  March  31,  1972,  June  29, 
1975,  and  August  4,  1975.  Arizona  Cable  re¬ 
sponded  to  these  requests  by  a  letter  dated 
January  28,  1976. 


grandfathered  signal  carriage  beyond  the 
specific  “community”  for  which  those 
signals  were  grandfathered;  (4)  failed  to 
demonstrate  compliance  with  Section 
76.61  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  for  op¬ 
erations  in  “new”  areas  of  Maricopa 
County  within  the  35-mile  zone  of  the 
Phoenix-Mesa  television  market:  and  (5) 
failed  to  propose  any  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  Section  76.251.  Both 
oppositions  were  granted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Arizona  Cable  TV,  Inc., 
mimeo.  no.  49062  (released  April  21, 
1975),  where  it  was  found  that  Arizona 
Cable  must  justify  its  current  signal  car¬ 
riage.  “[Iln  the  event  that  such  appli¬ 
cations  are  not  filed  within  thirty  days 
from  the  release  date  of  this  Memoran¬ 
dum  Opinion  and  Order,  the  Commission 
may  sua  sponte  issue  an  Order  to  Show 
Cause  why  Arizona  Cable  should  be  or¬ 
dered  to  cease  and  desist  from  illegal 
operations.” 

3.  Regarding  the  instant  applications, 
Meredith  Corporation  argues  that  Ari¬ 
zona  Cable  is  only  entitled  to  carry  one 
distant  independent  signal  in  addition 
to  Television  Broadcast  Station  KZAZ, 
a  distant  independent  that  is  presently 
being  carried.  It  maintains  that  in  Cable 
TV  Company  of  York,  FCC  73-459,  40 
FCC  2d  927  (1973),  the  Commission  held 
that  when  a  cable  system  carries  an 
independent  signal  (here  KZAZ)  which 
is  not  a  "must  carry”  signal  under  the 
Rules,  its  carriage  counts  against  the 
number  of  independent  signals  that  the 
system  may  add  under  the  “bonus”  pro¬ 
vision  (Section  76.61(c) )  of  the  Rules. 

4.  KOOL  Radio  states  that  Arizona 
Cable:  (a)  ignored  the  Commission’s 
filing  deadline;  (b)  disregarded  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  instructions  to  justify  its  cur¬ 
rent  signal  carriage;  and  (c)  failed  to 
give  an  adequate  explanation  of  the  basis 
for  its  contention  that  East  Maricopa 
County,  in  contrast  to  its  original  asser¬ 
tion  that  all  unincorporated  portions  of 
Maricopa  County,  is  a  single  and  discrete 
community.  In  addition,  KOOL  asserts 
that  Arizona  Cable’s  claim  to  grand¬ 
fathered  status  under  Section  76.251(c) 
is  suspect,  particularly  in  light  of  the  fact 
that  no  information  was  submitted  con¬ 
cerning  the  areas  in  Maricopa  County 
which  are  allegedly  being  served  at 
present. 

5.  On  September  4, 1975,  Arizona  Cable 
submitted  its  reply.  It  asserts  that  the 
affidavits  of  Bruce  Merrill  (identified  as 
Exhibit  A) ,  Sidney  Steinberg  (identified 
as  Exhibit  B),  R.  A.  Henderson  (iden¬ 
tified  as  Exhibit  C) ,  and  Angela  K.  Gra¬ 
ham  (identified  as  Exhibit  D)  clearly 
demonstrate  that  the  signals  were  reg¬ 
ularly  carried  prior  to  February  15,  1966, 
and  therefore  are  grandfathered  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  76.65  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  in  Paradise  Valley  and  East  Mari¬ 
copa  County,  Arizona.  Arizona  Cable 
maintains  that  it  would  be  redundant 
for  it  to  set  forth  the  reasons  why  East 
Maricopa  County  was  designated  a  “dis¬ 
crete”  community  since  the  reasons  were 
set  forth  In  an  attached  resolution 
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adopted  by  the  Maricopa  Board  of  Super¬ 
visors  on  July  11,  1975.  This  resolution 
divided  Maricopa  County  into  three  dis¬ 
crete  communities:  Northwest  Maricopa 
County,  East  Maricopa  County  and 
Southwest  Maricopa  County.  Arizona  al¬ 
leges  the  following  in  response  to  KOOL 
Radio’s  objection  that  the  present  serv¬ 
ice  area  has  not  been  adequately  deline¬ 
ated:  “In  the  June  9,  1975,  license 
granted  by  the  Maricopa  County  Board 
of  Supervisors,  that  Board  found  that 
ACT  [Arizona  Cable  TV,  Inc.]  for  fifteen 
years  owned  and  operated  a  cable  tele¬ 
vision  system  •  *  •  serving  portions  of 
the  county  of  Maricopa.  The  said  license 
designates  that  area  served  and  to  be 
served  by  a  map  stamped  ‘Exhibit  A’  and 
appended  to  the  said  license.”  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  objection  filed  by  Meredith 
Corporation,  Arizona  Cable  requests  that 
its  certificate  of  compliance  becondi- 
tioned  on  the  designation  of  KTTV  as 
the  station  from  which  “substitute”  pro¬ 
grams  will  be  primarily  received.* 

6.  In  1961,  the  Maricopa  County  Board 
of  Supervisors  authorized  Arizona  Cable 
to  use  the  county  roads  and  rights  of  way 
in  a  valley,  for  the  most  part  northeast 
of  Camelback  Mountain  and  south  of  the 
Phoenix  Mountains.8  The  area  was  spec¬ 
ified  as  being  bounded  by  Bell  Road  on 
the  north,  Arizona  Canal  on  the  south, 
19th  Avenue  on  the  west,  and  Scottsdale 
Road  on  the  east,  approximately  100 
square  miles.  According  to  the  applicant, 
there  were  104  subscribers  to  this  cable 
service,  within  the  specified  area,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1966.  An  examination  of  the 
materials  submitted  indicates  that  on 
March  27,  1972,  Arizona  Cable’s  rights- 
of-way  authorization  was  extended  be¬ 
yond  the  1961  limits  to  a  county- wide  au¬ 
thorization.4  According  to  the  applicant, 
four  days  later  service  was  extended  to 
an  area  twice  the  size  of  that  within  the 
1961  limits.  Those  areas  outside  the  1961 
boundaries  are  referred  to  as  Fountain 
Hills,  Fountain  of  the  Sun  and  Rio 
Verde,6  and  are  included  in  East  Mari¬ 
copa  County.  It  is  noted  however  that 
the  applicant  also  maintains  that  all 
those  signals  which  it  lists  as  presently 
being  carried,  were  carried  on  Febru- 


3  The  applicant  asserts  that  even  though 
KZAZ  is  regularly  carried,  it  is  not  carried 
full-time.  Consequently,  during  those  times 
that  programs  of  no  local  interest  to  Para¬ 
dise  Valley  and  East  Maricopa  County  sub¬ 
scribers  are  offered,  Arizona  Cable  will  sub¬ 
stitute  programs  of  KTTV  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  76.61(b)  (2)  of  the  Rules. 

*  On  August  9,  1974,  Article  11,  Title  9, 
Chapter  5,  Arizona  Revised  Statutes  extended 
statutory  authority  to  Arizona  counties  to 
license  cable  television  systems.  Prior  to  that 
time,  utility  companies  entered  into  pole  at¬ 
tachment  agreements  with  cable  systems  on 
the  basis  of  letters  from  county  supervisors 
authorizing  them  to  use  county  rights-of- 
way. 

*  By  resolution  dated  February  5,  1973,  this 
permit  was  terminated.  The  presently  effec¬ 
tive  franchisee  were  subsequently  issued. 

«  Fountain  Hills  is  an  area  eight  miles  east 
of  Paradise  Valley  located  In  and  around  the 
McDowell  Mountains;  Fountain  of  the  Sun 
is  approximately  ten  miles  southeast  of  Foun¬ 
tain  Hills  and  Rio  Verde  is  six  miles  north¬ 
east  of  Fountain  Hills. 
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ary  15,  1966,  In  East  Maricopa  County 
with  the  exception  of  Station  KPAZ-TV 
(Ind.,  Channel  21),  Phoenix,  Arizona, 
and  Television  Broadcast  Station  KZAZ 
(Ind.,  Channel  11),  Nogales,  Arizona. 

7.  The  aforementioned  allegations  give 
rise  to  three  basic  issues:  (A)  serv¬ 
ice  area,  (B)  signal  carriage  and  (C)  the 
expansion  of  grandfathered  status. 

(A)  In  Arizona  Cable  TV,  Inc.,  supra, 
the  Commission  refused  to  treat  the  un¬ 
incorporated  areas  of  Maricopa  County, 
Arizona,  as  a  single  discrete  community 
pursuant  to  Section  76.5(a).*  However, 
the  resolution  of  the  Maricopa  County 
Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  on  July  11, 
1975,  has  divided  the  County  into  man¬ 
ageable  portions  for  the  purposes  of  our 
Rules.7  Accordingly,  we  find  that  East 
Maricopa  County  is  a  “community”  as 
referenced  in  the  Note  to  Section  76.5(a) 
of  the  Rules.  See  e.g.,  Carlsbad  Cable 
TV,  Inc.  (Carlsbad,  California) ,  FCC  74- 
640,  47  FCC  2d  549  (1974) . 

(B)  The  Commission  finds  that  the 
applicant’s  present  signal  carriage  for 
Paradise  Valley  (CAC-05206)  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  Commission  Rules."  How¬ 
ever,  carriage  of  KZAZ  in  Paradise  Val¬ 
ley  and  East  Maricopa  County  was  com¬ 
menced  without  proper  authorization. 
We  have  determined  that  where  systems 
have  commenced  operations  without 
proper  authorization  we  will,  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  evidence  showing  a  willful  at¬ 
tempt  to  circumvent  our  Rules,  examine 
their  signal  carriage  complement  to  de¬ 
termine  its  consistency  with  our  present 
Rules.  Where  the  signals  are  consistent 
with  our  Rules,  no  objections  have  been 
filed  and  no  economic  harm  has  been 
shown,  we  have  found  that  the  public 
interest  would  not  be  served  by  admin¬ 
istrative  sanction.  Burwell  Cable  TV,  Inc., 
(Imperial,  Nebraska),  FCC  75-823,  54 
FCC  2d  193  (1975) .  Since  carriage  of  Sta¬ 
tion  KZAZ  is  presently  consistent  with 
our  Rules,  we  find  that  it  would  not  be 
in  the  public  interest  to  interrupt  the 
established  viewing  habits  of  the  sub¬ 
scribers  in  Paradise  Valley  or  East  Mari¬ 
copa  County.  However,  carriage  of 
KVOA-TV,  KGUN-TV  and  KOLD-TV 
in  East  Maricopa  County  is  not  consistent 
with  the  Commission’s  present  rules.  The 
submitted  affidavits  state  merely  that 
these  signals  were  carried  in  “Eastern 


•In  Arizona  Cable,  supra,  we  found  that 
the  community  of  Paradise  Valley,  bounded 
by  Bell  Road,  19th  Avenue,  Scottsdale  Road 
and  Arizona  Canal,  was  a  single,  separate  and 
discrete  community,  with  authorization  to 
operate  a  single  grandfathered  cable  tele¬ 
vision  system  In  that  community. 

7  A  review  of  the  Board’s  proposal  Indicates 
that  the  franchise  areas  proposed  are  likely 
to  be  manageable  portions  of  the  county  for 
purposes  of  the  implementation  of  the  Com- 
'mission's  access  rules  (Section  76.261)  and 
can  be  viewed  as  appropriate  for  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  signal  carriage  permitted  by 
Section  76.61. 

•In  light  of  the  affidavits  submitted  (see 
para.  6  supra) ,  we  find  the  carriage  in  Para¬ 
dise  Valley  consistent  with  the  language  of 
former  Section  74.1107(c),  which  provided 
that  cable  systems  carrying  signals  on 
February  16,  1966  did  not  have  to  comply 
with  Section  74.1107. 
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Maricopa  County”  prior  to  February  15. 
1966,  without  any  description  of  the 
specific  area  served.  Accordingly,  we 
cannot  evaluate  if  these  areas  coincide 
with  the  County’s  designation  of  East 
Maricopa  County.  Moreover,  the  map 
submitted  by  Arizona  Cable  in  response 
to  our  December  31,  1975,  request  ap¬ 
pears  to  show  that  Arizona  Cable  did  not 
extend  service  into  East  Maricopa  County 
until  well  after  February  15,  1966.  Since 
adequate  evidence  to  establish  Arizona 
Cable’s  legal  right  to  carriage  of 
KVOA-TV,  KGUN-TV  and  KOLD-TV 
has  not  been  submitted,  Arizona  Cable 
will  be  directed  to  show  cause  why  it 
should  not  be  ordered  to  cease  and  desist 
from  carriage  of  these  signals  in  East 
Maricopa  County,  Burwell,  supra.  Ari¬ 
zona  Cable’s  request  for  the  addition  of 
two  California  independent  signals  will 
be  denied  in  part,  pursuant  to  Section 
76.61(c),  which  reads  in  relevant  part* 
*  *  *  the  number  of  additional  signals 
permitted  under  this  paragraph  shall  be 
reduced  by  the  number  of  signals  added 
to  the  system  pursuant  to  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section. 

Accordingly,  Arizona  Cable  may  add  only 
one  distant  independent  station  on  its 
systems.  Arizona  Cable  has  indicated  a 
preference  for  KTLA,  and  accordingly, 
it  will  be  certified  for  that  signal.  Limited 
carriage  of  KTTV  or  any  other  television 
broadcast  station  is,  of  course,  permit¬ 
ted  pursuant  to  Section  76.61(b)  (2).  (C) 
Despite  Arizona  Cable’s  statement  that 
it  operates  its  East  Maricopa  County- 
Paradise  Valley  system  as  a  single  system 
from  an  administrative,  technical  and 
financial  viewpoint  (even  though  it  ad¬ 
mits  to  utilizing  five  head-end  sites) ,  the 
Commission  requires  a  more  substantial 
showing  to  Justify  the  extension  of 
grandfathered  signals  in  Paradise  Valley 
to  the  neighboring  community  of  East 
Maricopa  County.  In  Micro-Cable  Com¬ 
munications  Corp.,  (Saint  Lucie  Village, 
Florida),  FCC  75-45,  50  FCC  2d  804 
(1975)  and  in  Hoosier  Hills  Cable  Com¬ 
pany,  (Orleans,  Indiana),  FCC  75-295, 
51  FCC  2d  1137  (1975)  waiver  of  the 
signal  carriage  rules  to  extend  grand¬ 
fathered  status  was  granted  where  it 
was  shown  that  the  new  cable  systems 
were  located  in  the  middle  of  the  trunk 
line  between  two  grandfathered  cable 
systems  and  that  filtering  out  of  the  un¬ 
authorized  signals  was  not  technically 
or  economically  feasible.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  has  previously  stated  that  where  a 
system  is  located  at  the  end  of  a  line  or 
trunkline,  signals  may  be  filtered  out  by 
using  a  generator  and  related  equip¬ 
ment  at  a  cost  of  approximately  $1,000. 
Daniels  Properties,  Inc.,  (Nolanville, 
Texas),  FCC  75-210,  51  FCC  2d  451 
(1975).  While  waivers  have  been  granted 
to  systems  where  they  have  shown  such 
factors  as  a  lack  of  market  impact  and 
precarious  financial  prospects  without  a 
waiver  (Wells  Cable  TV,  (Wells,  Minne¬ 
sota),  FCC  75-884,  —  FCC  2d  —  (1975), 
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Service  Electric  Cable  TV,  Inc.  t/a  Tele¬ 
service  of  Wyoming  Valley,  (Ashley 
Borough,  Pennsylvania) ,  PCC-237,  51 
FCC  2d  760  (1975),  granting  recons., 
FCC  74-1176,  49  FCC  2d  689  (1974) ) ,  the 
minimum  standard  of  proof  for  waivers 
of  this  type  is  specific  and  substantiated 
data  clearly  showing  that  the  choice 
is  between  grandfathered  service  for  the 
expansion  system  or  no  service  at  all; 
that  the  total  number  of  potential  sub¬ 
scribers  is  small  and  clearly  defined;  and 
that  the  same  arguments  would  not  per¬ 
mit  unlimited  extensions  of  service  into 
adjacent  areas.  Arizona  Cable  has  not  in¬ 
dicated  any  of  these  factors.  Accordingly, 
a  waiver  to  carry  KVOA-TV,  KGUN-TV 
and  KOLD-TV  in  East  Maricopa  County 
based  upon  the  evidence  before  us  cannot 
be  granted. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  we  find  that 
partial  grant  of  the  above-captioned  ap¬ 
plications,  to  the  extent  indicated  in 
paragraph  7,  is  consistent  with  the  public 
interest. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That  the  Ap¬ 
plications  for  Certification  (CAC-05206, 
05354),  filed  by  Arizona  Cable  TV,  Inc., 
are  granted  to  the  extent  indicated  in 
paragraph  7. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  “Oppo¬ 
sition  to  the  Applications  for  Certificates 
of  Compliance,”  filed  by  Meredith  Corpo¬ 
ration,  licensee  of  Station  KPHO-TV,  Is 
granted,  to  the  extent  indicated  in  para¬ 
graph  7  above,  and  in  all  other  respects 
is  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  “Objec¬ 
tions  to  Applications  for  Certificates  of 
Compliance,”  filed  by  KOOL  Radio  Tele¬ 
vision,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Station  KOOL- 
TV,  is  granted,  to  the  extent  indicated 
in  paragraph  7  above,  and  in  all  other 
respects  is  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  pursuant  to 
Sections  312  (b)  and  (c)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended  47 
U.S.C.  312  (b)  and  (c) ,  Arizona  Cable  TV 
Inc.,  is  directed  to  show  cause  why  it 
should  not  be  ordered  to  cease  and  desist 
from  further  violations  of  Part  76  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  on 
its  cable  television  system  at  unincor¬ 
porated  areas  of  East  Maricopa  County, 
Arizona. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  Arizona 
Cable  TV,  Inc.,  is  directed  to  appear  and 
give  evidence  with  respect  to  the  matters 
described  above  at  a  hearing  to  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C.,  before  an  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  specified  by  subsequent  Order,  un¬ 
less  the  hearing  is  wavied  in  which  event 
a  written  statement  may  be  submitted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  KOOL  Ra¬ 
dio  Television,  Inc.,  Meredith  Corpora¬ 
tion,  and  the  Chief,  Cable  Television  Bu¬ 
reau  ARE  MADE  parties  to  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

It  1s  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  SHALL  SEND 


copies  of  this  Order  by  Certified  Mail  to 
Arizona  Cable  TV,  Inc. 

Adopted:  March  31, 1976. 

Released:  April 8, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Tseal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10748  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  20672,  20573,  20574;  File  Nos. 

B PH-8855,  9063.  9174] 

FLINT  FAMILY  RADIO,  INC.,  FUQUA  COM¬ 
MUNICATIONS,  INC.,  FLINT  METRO 

MASS  MEDIA,  INC. 

Applications 

By  the  Review  Board:  Board  Member 
Ohlbaum  dissenting  with  statement. 

1.  The  Review  Board  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  petition  to  enlarge  Issues, 
filed  Septemebr  17, 1975,  by  Fuqua  Com¬ 
munications,  Inc.  (Fuqa)  1  seeking  ad¬ 
dition  of:  (1)  Rule  73.301;  *  (2)  political 
time;  and  (3)  financial  Issues  against 
Flint  Family  Radio,  Inc.  (Family). 

Rule  73.301  and  Political  Time  Issues 

2.  Fuqua  first  requests  addition  of  an 
issue  to  determine  whether  Family  will 
engage  in  discriminatory  hiring  prac¬ 
tices  on  a  religious  or  sectarian  basis  in 
violation  of  Section  73.301  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules,  in  light  of  an  alleged 
conflict  between  Article  m  of  Family’s 
Constitution  and  By-Laws  and  the  equal 
employment  program  outlined  by  Family 
in  exhibit  11  of  its  application.  At  the 
time  Fuqua’s  petition  was  filed,  Article 
in  provides  that: 

Dedication:  All  members,  Officers,  Di¬ 
rectors  and  employees  of  the  corporation 
shall  dedicate  themselves,  wholeheart¬ 
edly  without  mental  reservation,  to  be  of 
full  service  to  the  corporation,  and  to 
the  community  under  the  authority  of 
the  legal  and  scriptural  charter  of  said 
corporation. 

A.  Scriptural  Charter  is  attached 
hereto,  and  made  part  hereof. 

Fuqua  contends  that  Article  m  required 
all  employees  of  Family  to  subscribe  to 
the  Scriptural  Charter  of  Family — a  doc¬ 
ument  containing  15  religious  precepts — 
and,  therefore,  an  individual  not  adher¬ 
ing  to  the  Charter  would  be  ineligible  for 


1  Also  pending  before  the  Board  are  opposi¬ 
tions,  filed  November  17,  1976,  by  Flint  Fam¬ 
ily  Radio,  Inc.,  and  the  Broadcast  Bureau, 
and  Fuqua’s  reply,  filed  December  12,  1975. 

1  Rule  73.301  (a)  provides  that  licensees  and 
permittees  shaU  afford  equal  employment 
opportunities  to  qualified  persons,  and  that 
“no  person  shaU  be  discriminated  against  In 
employment  because  of  race,  color,  religion, 
national  origin  or  sex.”  Subsection  (b)  re¬ 
quires  each  broadcast  station  to  establish  an 
affirmative  program  to  assure  equal  employ¬ 
ment  opportunities  at  all  levels  of  the 
station. 


employment.  Although  Family  has  sub¬ 
mitted  a  statement  in  connection  with  its 
application  which  generally  follows  Com¬ 
mission  employment  guidelines,  this  por¬ 
tion  of  its  application  is  clearly  at  odds 
with  the  corporate  injunction  that  all 
employees  of  the  corporation  must  dedi¬ 
cate  themselves  to  the  Scriptural  Char¬ 
ter,  Fuqua  asserts.  Fuqua  next  requests 
the  Board  to  add  an  issue  to  determine 
whether  the  political  time  guidelines  out¬ 
lined  in  exhibit  9  of  Family’s  application 
comply  with  Sections  312(a)  (7)  and  315 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  Section  73.290  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules.*  Fuqua  points  out  that 
the  applicant’s  exhibit  9  provides  that 
although — local  circumstances  permit¬ 
ting — equal  opportunity  will  be  afforded 
to  all  candidates  for  a  given  office,  Fam¬ 
ily’s  facilities  will  be  available  “first  to 
all  candidates  for  the  highest  office,”  and 
that  any  “remaining  available  time  will 
be  offered  to  candidates  for  the  next 
highest  office,  etc.”  Fuqua  submits  that 
this  system  of  priorities,  as  well  as  the 
test  allegedly  proposed  by  Family  to  de¬ 
termine  when  a  candidate  becomes 
legally  qualified,4  are  more  restrictive 
then  those  required  by  Federal  law  and 
therefore  suspect. 

3.  Aside  from  asserting  that  Fuqua  has 
misconstrued  the  intent  of  its  Constitu¬ 
tion  and  By-Laws.  Family’s  Board  of 
Directors  amended  Article  HI  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  application  of  the  article  to  em¬ 
ployees  and  reaffirming  the  applicant’s 
equal  employment  opportunity  program.* 
Family  also  revised  its  political  time  ac¬ 
cess  proposal  by  deleting  the  language 
dealing  with  the  order  in  which  time 
would  be  made  available  to  political  can¬ 
didates  as  well  as  the  language  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  determination  of  when  the 
campaign  period  would  be  presumed  to 
commence.  An  amendment  reporting 
these  and  other  modifications  (see  para. 
6,  infra)  was  accepted  by  the  Presiding 


•Section  312(a)  (7)  of  the  Communications 
Act  provides  that  the  Commission  may  re¬ 
voke  a  license  or  construction  permit  for 
willful  or  repeated  fatlure  to  allow  reasonable 
access  or  permit  purchase  of  time  by  a  legally 
qualified  candidate  for  elective  Federal  of¬ 
fice.  Section  315,  In  essence,  directs  licensees 
to  provide  equal  opportunity  to  all  legally 
qualified  candidates  for  an  office  If  It  permits 
any  legally  qualified  candidate  for  that  office 
use  of  its  station.  Section  73.290  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  Implements  Section  315  of 
the  Act. 

4  In  this  regard,  Family  stated  that  for 
purposes  of  affording  access  to  Its  faculties  to 
candidates  for  political  office,  It  will  consider 
“[cjampalgn  periods  •  •  •  as  commencing 
with  the  opening  of  national  conventions  for 
candidates  for  national  office,  and  with  the 
filing  of  nomination  papers  for  candidates 
for  state,  county  and  city  office.’’ 

•  Moreover,  Family  Indicates  that  It  is 
aware  that  any  employment  based  upon  re¬ 
ligious  considerations  must  be  limited  to 
those  employees  who  espouse  (or  are  con¬ 
nected  therewith)  a  particular  religious  phi¬ 
losophy  on  the  air. 
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Judge."  In  our  opinion,  the  acceptance  of 
the  amendment  by  the  Judge  resolves 
any  conflict  between  Family’s  political 
time  access  proposal  and  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Communications  Act  and 
Commission  Rules  and  precedent  and, 
therefore,  obviates  the  need  for  our  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  that  matter.7 

4.  We  are  constrained  to  reach  a  differ¬ 
ent  conclusion,  however,  with  regard  to 
Article  in  and  Family’S  equal  employ¬ 
ment  program.  As  previously  noted,  the 
amendment  deletes  the  requirement  that 
employees  must  subscribe  to  the  Scrip¬ 
tural  Charter.  However,  three  of  Family’s 
officer-directors,  Paul  A.  Stewart  (Vice 
President  and  director).  Garrison  W. 
Johnson!  Treasurer  and  director)  and 
Marylon  Merrow  (Secretary  and  direc¬ 
tor)  will  be  full-time  employees  if  Fam¬ 
ily  is  granted  a  license.  Stewart  will  be 
employed  as  general  and  sales  manager, 
Johnson  as  night  manager  and  an¬ 
nouncer,  and  Merrow  as  program  and 
community  affairs  director.  While  it  is 
clear  that  as  officers  and  directors,  they 
must  subscribe  to  Family’s  Scriptural 
Charter,  there  is  no  explanation  in  the 
record  of  why  the  directors  were  chosen 
for  their  positions  as  employees.  If  cer¬ 
tain  employee  positions  are  to  be  filled 
only  from  the  Board  of  Directors,  which 
is  limited  to  people  with  certain  religious 
views,  we  believe  that  the  applicant  could 
be  in  violation  of  the  Commission’s  equal 
employment  requirements.  Cf.  Bob  Jones 
University,  25  PCC  2d  723,  20  RR  2d  298 
(1970).  As  a  consequence,  we  are  of  the 
view  that  a  limited  issue  is  required  to 
determine  the  bases  on  which  the  di¬ 
rectors  were  hired  as  employees.* 

Financial  Issues 

5.  Citing  5  KW,  Inc.,  33  FCC  2d  895, 
23  RR  2d  1015  (Rev.  Bd.  1972) ;  Green¬ 
field  Broadcasting  Corp.,  32  FCC  2d  135 
(1971);  and  A-C  Broadcasters,  10  PCC 
2d  256,  11  RR  2d  359  (1967) ,  Fuqua  ques¬ 
tions  whether  Family  will  have  sufficient 
funds  available  in  its  second  year  of  op¬ 
eration  to  assure  the  continued  opera¬ 
tion  of  its  proposed  station,  since  the  ap¬ 
plicant  is  proposing  an  “extremely  thin 
corporate  structure’’  with  a  high  debt 
to  asset  ratio  and  reliance  on  the  defer¬ 
ral  of  bank  loan  principal  payments  to 
the  second  through  fourth  years  of  the 
bank  loan  term.  As  specific  support  for 
the  request,  Fuqua  notes  that  Family 
projects  first  year  construction  and  oper¬ 
ating  expenses  of  $152,488,  which  will  be 
met  by  $3,355  cash  on  hand,  and  a  $200,- 


«  PCC  75M-2018,  released  December  1,  1975. 

’In  its  reply,  note  1.  supra,  Fuqua  con¬ 
cedes  that  the  amendment  to  exhibit  9  an¬ 
swers  its  allegations  relative  to  the  political 
access  issue.  However,  it  argues  that  the  lan¬ 
guage  change  in  Article  III  does  not  dispose 
of  the  discriminatory  hiring  Issue  since  there 
is  a  past  history  of  discriminatory  statements 
on  the  part  of  Family  in  this  regard.  See 
para.  4,  infra. 

•However,  we  note  that  Paul  Stewart  was 
President,  director  and  99%  owner  of  Sta¬ 
tions  WRVB-FM  (1959-1972)  and  WRVM 
(1968-1970)  in  Madison,  Wisconsin  and  Sur- 
lng,  Michigan,  respectively.  Further,  Stewart 
and  Johnson  have  been  affiliated  with  or¬ 
ganizations  which  produce  “devotional  radio 
programs.’’ 


000  loan  commitment  from  Citizens 
Commercial  &  Savings  Bank,  leaving  an 
apparent  surplus  of  approximately  $51,- 
000."  To  meet  estimated  second  year  ex¬ 
penses  of  $182,374,  Fuqua  submits  that 
Family  will  only  have  the  $51,000  sur¬ 
plus  from  the  previous  year  and,  argu¬ 
ably,  estimated  revenues  for  the  first  and 
second  years  of  operation  of  between 
$62,000  and  S84.318,  resulting  in  a  def¬ 
icit  of  at  least  $47,000.  This  deficit,  Fu¬ 
qua  continues,  would  have  to  be  met  by 
the  five  Family  directors  who  will  be  loan 
guarantors  and  thus  would  be  called  upon 
to  meet  principal  and  interest  payments 
on  the  loan.  However,  petitioner  alleges 
that  the  directors  have  failed  to  submit 
their  balance  sheets  and,  therefore,  that 
it  is  not  possible  to  determine  whether 
they  are  in  a  position  to  guarantee  the 
bank  loan,  citing  Greenfield  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Corp.,  supra.  As  an  additional  mat¬ 
ter,  Fuqua  questions  whether  family  has 
sufficient  funds  available  for  the  contin¬ 
ued  prosecution  of  its  case  since,  al¬ 
though  Family  has  stated  that  payment 
of  legal  expenses  is  being  made  as  in¬ 
curred  and  billed,  the  applicant  has  only 
$3,355  in  cash  on  hand. 

6.  In  Opposition,  Family  relies  on  an 
amendment  to  its  application 10  which, 
in  pertinent  part,  reports  that  Family 
directors  Kulvander.  Montague  and  Ken¬ 
yon  have  committed  themselves  to  loan 
Family  up  to  $150,000  for  pre-grant  and 
first  and  second  year  operation  costs.u 
Family  submits  that  its  expenses  during 
this  period  would  total  $329,243  while  its 
available  financing  for  the  same  period 
would  total  at  least  $350,000  ($200,000 
bank  loan  plus  the  $150,000  directors’ 
loan  commitment)  leaving  a  pre-grant 
and  first  year  surplus  of  $198,962  and  a 
second  year  surplus  of  $20,757,  without 
reliance  on  revenues.1’ 

7.  Replying  to  the  opposition,  Fuqua 
asserts  that  the  directors’  $150,000  loan 
commitment  serves  only  to  defer  more 
debt  thereby  raising,  still  more  financial 
questions.  Thus,  Fuqua  submits  that  the 
directors’  balance  sheets  demonstrate 


•The  loan,  with  an  Interest  rate  of  9.75%, 
is  to  be  repayable  over  a  four  year  term  with 
principal  repayments  deferred  during  the 
first  year.  Five  members  of  Family’s  Board  of 
Directors  wlU  guarantee  the  loan:  Edward 
S.  Kulvander,  Garrison  W.  Johnson,  Homer 
Kenyon,  Paul  H.  Montague  and  Paul  A. 
Stewart. 

“The  amendment  has  been  accepted  by 
the  Presiding  Judge.  See  note  6,  supra. 

11  The  joint  agreement  between  the  direc¬ 
tors  provides  that  the  loan  or  loans  would 
have  an  8%  Interest  rate  with  principal  pay¬ 
able  five  years  from  the  date  of  each  note 
or  notes  evidencing  the  loan.  No  collateral  or 
security  wUl  be  required,  and  Family  may 
defer  interest  payments  during  the  first  three 
years.  The  amendment  also  Includes  the  three 
directors'  balance  sheets. 

u  Additionally,  Family's  application  reveals 
that  it  Is  a  non-stock,  non-profit  corporation. 
The  general  financial  plan  for  the  corporation 
calls  for  “contributions  from  Individuals  and 
organizations:  and  sale  .of  radio  time”.  In 
this  regard.  Family  estimates  first  year  rev¬ 
enues  of  $62,000,  which  Includes  $24,000.00 
from  personal  and  church  contributions; 
$12,000.00  from  the  sale  of  commercial  time 
and  $26,000.00  from  syndicated  religious  pro¬ 
grams.''  See  also  note  15,  Infra. 


that  together  the  directors  have  liquid 
assets  of  only  $46,100  which,  when  com¬ 
bined  with  the  $200,000  bank  loan  com¬ 
mitment.  is  less  than  the  $329,243  Family 
projects  it  will  require  to  meet  its  pre¬ 
grant  costs  and  the  expenses  of  its  first 
two  years  of  operation.'-1  As  a  related  mat¬ 
ter,  Fuqua  contends  that  it  cannot  be 
assumed  that  Family  will  generate  reve¬ 
nues  and  thus  that,  in  the  absence  of 
a  specific  showing.  Family  may  not  rely 
upon  revenues  for  either  the  first  or  sec¬ 
ond  year  of  operation.  Finally,  Fuqua 
argues  that  Family  has  not  demonstrated 
its  on-going  ability  to  prosecute  its  ap¬ 
plication;  referring  to  an  estimated  $20.- 
000  in  legal  fees,  Fuqua  submits  that 
Family  has  made  no  showing  that  it  has 
any  funds  currently  available  to  meet 
this  expense.*4 

8.  In  the  Board's  view,  Fuqua’s  allega¬ 
tions  raise  a  substantial  question  as  to 
whether  Family  could  sustain  itself  dur¬ 
ing  its  second  year  of  operation.16-  “  Al¬ 
though  Family  sought  to  allay  any  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  its  capability  in  this  regard  by 
augmenting  its  proposal  with  a  $150,000 
loan  from  three  of  its  directors,  the 
applicant  has  failed  to  demonstrate  the 
actual  availability  of  the  loan.  Thus,  it 
is  clear,  as  an  initial  matter,  that,  prior 
to  the  recent  amendment.  Family’s  pro¬ 
posal  contemplated  both  such  a  high  debt 
to  asset  ratio  and  substantial  deferral 
of  repayment  of  debts  as  to  effectively 
rebut  the  first  year  survival  presump¬ 
tion  set  out  in  Ultravision  Broadcasting 
Co.,  1  FCC  2d  544,  5  RR  2d  343  (1965  >. 
And.  in  circumstances  where  applicants 
have  proposed  similar  capital  structures, 
the  Commission  and  Board  have  held 
that  the  applicant  should  be  obligated  to 
demonstrate  that  it  has  sufficient  funds 
for  the  continued  operation  of  its  sta¬ 
tion.17  Although  the  newly-proposed  loan. 


11  Fuqua  also  submits  that  because  Fam- 
Uy’s  continued  financial  viability  rests  on  Its 
ability  to  earn  substantially  Increased  reve¬ 
nues  combined  with  the  deferrals  of  loan 
repayments,  its  cost  and  revenue  estimates 
throughout  the  second  year  of  operation  are 
“crucial”  and  require  examination  under 
Maranatha,  Inc.,  56  FCC  2d  194.  35  RR  2d  423 
(Rev.  Bd.  1975);  6  KW,  Inc.,  supra;  and  A-C 
Broadcasters,  supra. 

“Fuqua  notes  that  Family’s  exhibit  F  of 
its  opposition,  which  was  accepted  as  an 
amendment  to  the  applicant's  financial  show¬ 
ing,  note  6.  supra,  omits  reference  to  the 
$3,355  cash  on  hand  previously  reported. 

“Fuqua's  allegation  concerning  Family's 
ability  to  continue  prosecution  of  Its  appli¬ 
cation  Is  speculative  and  unsubstantiated 
and,  accordingly,  will  be  rejected.  We  note, 
however,  in  this  connection  that  Family’s 
August  6.  1975  amended  balance  sheet  states 
that  the  “(c]osts  of  prosecuting  the  applica¬ 
tion  •  •  •  have  been  paid  and  are  expected 
to  be  paid  from  contributions  and  funds  on 
hand.” 

14  Family  does  not  rely  on  revenues  and  in 
any  event.  It  has  substantiated  neither  esti¬ 
mated  revenues  (Maranatha,  Inc.,  supra;  5 
KW,  Inc.,  supra;  and  A-C  Broadcasters, 
supra)  nor  contributions  (Redding -Chico 
Television,  me..  FCC  63R-5,  24  RR  898  (Rev. 
Bd.  1963):  and  Flower  City  Television  Corp., 
FCC  62-621,  23  RR  819  (1962).  See  also  note 
12,  supra. 

17  See,  e.g.,  Maranatha,  Inc.,  supra;  Samp¬ 
son  Broadcasting  Co.,  52  FCC  2d  954,  957,  33 
RR  2d  923,  928  (1975). 
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If  properly  documented,  could  have  con¬ 
stituted  such  a  showing,  Family  failed 
to  submit  balance  sheets  which  show  that 
the  three  directors  who  would  make  the 
loans  have  sufficient  current  and  liquid 
assets  over  current  liabilities,  either  in¬ 
dividually  or  collectively,  to  extend  loan? 
aggregating  $150,000  to  the  applicant. 
Thus,  Edward  Kulvander’s  balance  sheet 
reflects  only  some  $24,700  in  cash  upon 
which  he  can  readily  draw;  his  balance 
sheet  does  not  indicate  the  liquidity  or 
precise  value  of  other  current  assets  nor 
the  marketability  and  value  of  his  other 
assets,  as  required  to  demonstrate  rea¬ 
sonable  assurance  that  funds  derived 
therefrom  will,  in  fact,  be  available  to 
meet  a  loan  commitment  to  an  applicant. 
Lamar  Life  Broadcasting  Co.,  26  FCC  2d 
112,  20  RR  2d  509  (Rev.  Bd.  1970).  Al¬ 
though  Paul  Montague’s  balance  sheet 
reflects  some  $71,795  in  currently  avail¬ 
able  assets  (cash,  deferred  compensa¬ 
tion  and  a  time  certificate  available  upon 
three  months’  notice) ,  he  has  not  shown 
4;he  extent  of  his  current  liabilities; 
rather,  in  listing  his  other  “assets”, 
Montague  merely  listed  his  net  value  for 
land  contracts  without  indicating  his 
current  obligations  with  respect  to  these 
properties."  Similarly,  Homer  Kenyon 
has  failed  to  indicate  the  full  extent  of 
his  current  liabilities  for  payables  in 
note,  even  though  the  existence  of  these 
liabilities  is  indicated  on  the  face  of  the 
balance  6heet.  Given  these  deficiencies, 
the  Board  must  conclude  that  the  three 
directors  have  not  demonstrated,  indi¬ 
vidually  or  collectively,  that  they  can  ex¬ 
tend  loans  to  the  applicant  aggregating 
$150,000. 

9.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
petition  to  enlarge  issues,  filed  Septem¬ 
ber  17,  1975,  by  Fuqua  Communications, 
Inc.,  is  granted  to  the  extent  Indicated 
herein  and  IS  DENIED  in  all  other  re¬ 
spects;  and 

10.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  is¬ 
sues  in  this  proceeding  are  enlarged  to 
include  the  following  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  the  bases  on  which 
Paul  A.  Stewart,  Garrison  W.  Johnson, 
and  Mary  Ion  Merrow,  were  hired  as  em¬ 
ployees  of  Flint  Family  Radio,  Inc.  and, 
in  light  of  the  evidence  adduced  there¬ 
under,  whether  Flint  Family  Radio,  Inc. 
has  complied  with  the  equal  employment 
opportunity  requirements  prescribed  by 
the  Commission. 

(b)  To  determine  whether  Flint  Fam¬ 
ily  Radio,  Inc.  will  have  available  $150,- 
000  in  loans  from  directors  Edward  Kul- 
vander,  Paul  Montague  and  Homer  Ken¬ 
yon  to  sustain  its  proposed  station  dur¬ 
ing  the  second  year  of  operation  and,  in 
light  of  the  evidence  adduced  pursuant 
thereto,  whether  the  applicant  is  finan¬ 
cially  qualified. 

18  In  this  connection,  we  note  that  when 
an  applicant  falls  to  segregate  current  from 
long-term  liabilities,  we  must  assume  that 
whatever  amounts  are  owing  are  current 
obligations.  Lamar  Life  Broadcasting  Co.,  26 
PCC  2d  at  117-18,  20  RR  2d  at  617. 
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11.  It  is  further  ordered,  Hmt  the 
burden  of  proceeding  with  the  introduc¬ 
tion  of  evidence  and  the  burden  of  proof 
under  the  Issues  added  herein  SHALL 
BE  on  Fuqua  Communications.  Inc. 

Adopted:  April  3, 1976. 

Released:  April  8, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

l  seal  1  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Dissenting  Statement  of  Board  Member 
Ohlbaum 

I  dissent  to  the  Board’s  decision  to  en¬ 
large  the  issues  by  addition  of  a  finan¬ 
cial  issue.  I  also  dissent  to  the  addition 
of  a  tentative  equal  employment  oppor¬ 
tunity  issue.1  However,  the  application  of 
Flint  Family  Radio,  Inc.  raises  far  more 
fundamental  questions  which  the  major¬ 
ity,  mistakenly  in  my  view,  has  declined 
to  pursue.  The  adequacy  and  integrity  of 
its  general  public  survey  are  in  substan¬ 
tial  doubt.  Furthermore,  the  discrimina¬ 
tory  religious  test  applied  to  officers  and 
directors  raises  a  substantial  question  of 
compatibility  with  operation  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and,  taken  together  with 
other  elements  of  Flint  Family  Radio’s 
proposal,  constitutes  a  prima  facie  show¬ 
ing  that  the  applicant  seeks  a  license  for 
the  primary  purpose  of  serving  a  narrow 
sectarian  interest.  I  dissent  from  the 
Board’s  failure  to  order  further  inquiry 
into  these  matters. 

THE  PUBLIC  SURVEY 

The  Board  should,  on  its  own  motion,5 
either  add  an  issue  or  seek  further  in¬ 
formation  looking  toward  enlargement 
of  the  issues,  with  respect  to  Flint  Fam¬ 
ily  Radio’s  public  survey  in  Flint.  A 
chance  inspection  of  this  survey  has 
raised  serious  questions,  which  cannot  be 
avoided,  of  whether  the  survey  was  con¬ 
ducted  with  the  requisite  integrity.  The 


‘The  applicant  has  committed  Itself  to 
equal  employment  opportunity,  and  has  de¬ 
leted  the  conflicting  requirement  that  em¬ 
ployees  adhere  to  Its  Scriptural  Charter.  The 
officers  are  still  bound  by  this  requirement, 
but  they  are  officers  “of  the  Board  of  Direc¬ 
tors”  under  Article  m  A  of  the  By-lAws,  so 
that  customary  hiring  of  officers  Is  not  In¬ 
volved.  The  real  problem  Is  the  exclusionary 
principle  applied  to  the  Board  membership, 
and  not  that  members  of  the  Board  chosen 
under  a  discriminatory  standard  may  fllll 
some  employee  positions.  If  the  officers,  or 
some  of  them,  were  not  recruited  solely  from 
the  Board  of  Directors,  I  would  think  the 
equal  employment  opportunity  rules  clearly 
applicable.  It  would  surely  be  strange  to 
limit  the  reach  of  these  rules  to  lower  level 
employees,  when  the  rules  are  by  their  terms 
applicable  to  "every  aspect  of  station  em¬ 
ployment  policy  and  practice.”  Section 
73.301(b),  47  CFR  73.301(b).  While  recruit¬ 
ment  of  high  level  employees  solely  from  the 
ranks  of  the  Board  of  Directors  may  also 
present  a  question  of  circumvention  of  the 
equal  employment  opportunity  rules,  It  Is 
one  I  believe  to  be  subsumed  In  the  broader 
questions  raised  by  this  particular  applica¬ 
tion. 

*  No  doubt  exists  as  to  our  power  to  act  on 
our  own  motion.  See  Section  0.203(a)  of  the 
Rules,  47  CFR  203(a). 
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1970  population  of  Flint,  Michigan,  was 
193,317.  A  general  public  survey  was 
conducted  in  July,  1974.  It  consisted  of 
interviews  of  Just  under  100  residents  of 
Flint,  allegedly  using  a  random  sample 
based  generally  on  calls  to  the  10th  sub¬ 
scriber  from  the  top  of  the  second  col¬ 
umn  of  the  even  numbered  pages  of  the 
telephone  directory  (p.  6,  Exhibit  No.  5 
to  amendment  filed  October  1, 1974) .  The 
survey  form  (Attachment  E  to  Exhibit 
No.  5)  asks  the  question,  “What  do  you 
feel  are  the  most  important  local  needs 
that  affect  the  people  in  your  city?”  Five 
spaces  are  available  for  recording  re¬ 
sponses,  and  there  is  also  a  space  for 
additional  views. 

Attachment  B  to  Exhibit  No.  6  to  the 
October  1,  1974  amendment  consists  of 
the  general  public  interview  forms.  Mr. 
Wm.  Harllee  Bordeaux,  then  President 
and  a  director  of  Flint  Family  Radio, 
conducted  40  of  the  interviews.  My  in¬ 
spection  reveals  that  22  of  the  40  inter¬ 
viewees  responded  that  one  of  the  most 
important  local  needs  was  better  traffic 
control,  with  13  of  them  specifically 
mentioning  green  arrows  for  left  turns. 
No  other  interview  sheets  mention  this 
subject.  How  can  we  pass  over  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  why  more  than  half  of  the  per¬ 
sons  interviewed  by  Mr.  Bordeaux,  and 
no  others,  believed  traffic  control  and,  in 
particular,  left  turn  green  arrows,  to  be 
one  of  the  important  local  needs  of 
Flint?*  This  result  demands  some  ex¬ 
planation.  Other  aspects  of  Mr.  Bor¬ 
deaux’s  survey  raise  the  same  kind  of 
problem.  Twelve  of  his  interviewees  are 
said  to  have  mentioned  the  need  for  a 
religious  radio  station  (7  of  them  calling 
it  the  No.  1  need) ,  whereas  only  one  per¬ 
sons  of  those  not  interviewed  by  Mr, 
Bordeaux  mentioned  it.  And,  for  some 
reason,  this  need  is  not  Included  in  the 
summary  list  which  tabulates  the  re¬ 
sponses.  Finally,  according  to  my 
count,  Mr.  Bordeaux’s  interviewees  are 
said  to  have  mentioned  crime  control  32 
times  and  welfare  reform  18  times,  while 
the  larger  number  of  other  interviewees 
mentioned  crime  control  only  10  times 
and  welfare  reform  4  times.  The  results 
in  the  two  latter  categories  standing 
alone  might  not  raise  a  question.  How¬ 
ever,  they  do  serve  to  heighten  suspicion 
when  taken  together  with  the  other  re¬ 
sults.  In  sum,  these  results  are  too  far 
removed  from  normal  experience  to  be 
passed  ‘over  without  inquiry  when  once 
discovered.*  This  is  particularly  the  case 
in  view  of  the  Commission’s  strong  reli¬ 
ance  upon  an  applicant’s  own  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  needs  and  interests  of  the 
community  he  proposes  to  serve.  Primer 
on  Ascertainment  of  Community  Prob- 


*  I  note  that  Attachment  C  to  Exhibit  No.  6 
gives  a  total  of  26  general  public  responses  of 
"Traffic  Control — Left  Turn  Arrows.”  I  can¬ 
not  find  the  other  3,  but  even  If  they  exist 
the  basic  problem  remains  essentially  the 
same. 

*  I  do  not  suggest  that  Is  Is  the  Board's 
function  to  examine  all  applications  “from 
scratch”  In  cases  that  come  before  us.  It 
should  be  equally  foreign  to  our  performance 
to  Ignore  a  serious  question  that  does  happen 
to  be  noticed  as  this  one  was. 
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lems  by  Broadcast  Applicants,  27  FCC 
2d  650  (1971). 

FLINT  FAMILY  RADIO’S  SECTARIAN 
RESTRICTIONS 

Flint  Family  Radio  also  apparently 
seeks  a  license  to  advance  its  sectarian 
beliefs  rather  than  as  a  public  trustee. 
However,  it  has  long  been  recognized  that 
there  are  not  enough  broadcast  frequen¬ 
cies  to  permit  every  sect,  every  political 
party,  every  economic  or  social  group,  to 
have  its  own  station  to  advance  its  own 
particular  interests.  And,  of  course,  a 
special  interest  license  made  available  to 
one  group  could  not  constitutionally  be 
denied  to  others.  As  a  consequence  of 
these  considerations,  it  has  been  held 
that  “[Biroadcasting  should  not  be  a 
mere  adjunct  of  a  particular  business  but 
should  be  of  a  public  character.  Obvi¬ 
ously,  there  is  no  room  in  the  broadcast 
band  for  every  business  or  school  of 
thought.”  KFKB  Broadcasting  Ass'n.  v. 
Federal  Radio  Commission,  60  App.  D.C. 
79,  81,  47  F.2d  670,  672  (1931).  Nor  is 
there  a  constitutional  right  to  a  license 
for  private  purposes,  for  “It  Is  the  right 
of  the  viewers  and  listeners,  not  the  right 
of  the  broadcasters,  which  is  para¬ 
mount.”  Red  Lion  Broadcasting  Co.  v. 
F.C.C.,  395  U.S.  367,  390  (1969) . 

The  Commission’s  licensing  policy  di¬ 
rectly  reflects  these  bedrock  considera¬ 
tions.  Forbidden  by  Congress  “to  choose 
among  applicants  upon  the  basis  of  their 
political,  economic  or  social  views  •  *  *” 
National  Broadcasting  Co.  v.  United 
States,  319  U.S.  190,  226  (1943),  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  determined  that  service 
must  be  rendered  to  the  general  public 
in  terms  of  the  public’s  needs  and  inter¬ 
ests.  The  licensee  is  a  “trustee  for  the 
public  at  large  which  retains  ultimate 
control  over  the  channels  of  radio  and 
television  communications.”  Editorializ¬ 
ing  by  Broadcast  Licensees,  13  FCC  1246 
(1949) .  This  being  so. 

Where  the  facilities  of  a  station  are  devoted 
primarily  to  one  purpose  and  the  station 
serves  as  a  mouthpiece  for  a  definite  group 
or  organization  It  cannot  be  said  to  be  serv¬ 
ing  the  general  public.  That  being  the  case, 
If  one  group  or  organization  is  entitled  to  a 
station  facility  for  the  dissemination  of  its 
principles,  then  other  associations  of  equal 
magnitude  would  be  entitled  to  station  li¬ 
censes  on  the  same  grounds.  Obviously,  there 
are  not  a  sufficient  number  of  broadcasting 
channels  to  give  each  group  a  station  license. 
The  Commission  has  accordingly  considered 
that  the  Interests  of  the  listening  public  are 
paramount  to  the  Interests  of  the  Individual 
applicant  In  determining  whether  public  in¬ 
terest  would  best  be  served  by  granting  an 
application. 

( Young  People’s  Association  for  the  Prop¬ 
agation  of  the  Gospel.  6  FCC  178,  181 
(1938) )  .*  It  had  been  noted  that. 

The  contention  may  be  made  that  propa¬ 
ganda  stations  are  as  well  able  as  other  sta¬ 
tions  to  accompany  their  messages  with  en- 
terest  to  the  public.  Even  If  this  were  true. 


•  While  that  case  Involved  a  refusal  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  station's  facilities  for  religious 
broadcasts  to  these  whose  tenets  did  not 
ooinckis  with  those  at  the  applicant,  the 
principal  announced  was  at  broader  reach. 


the  fact  remains  that  the  station  Is  used  for 
what  Is  essentially  a  private  purpose  for  a 
substantial  portion  of  the  time  and.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Is  constantly  subject  to  the  very  human 
temptation  not  to  be  fair  to  opposing  schools 
of  thought  and  their  representatives. 

(.StationWCBD,  Docket  No.  2277,  cited 
with  approval  at  6  FCC  at  181.)* 

The  application  of  Flint  Family  Radio 
poses,  on  its  face,  a  case  of  classic  con¬ 
flict  with  this  fundamental  licensing  pol¬ 
icy.  First  of  all,  although  not  itself  a 
church,  the  applicant  excludes  from  its 
Board  of  Directors  and  officer  positions 
all  those  who  cannot  “dedicate  them¬ 
selves,  wholeheartedly  without  mental 
reservation,  to  be  of  full  service  to  the 
corporation,  and  to  the  community  under 
the  authority  of  the  legal  and  scriptural 
charter  of  said  corporation.” 

(Constitution,  Article  III).  The  attached 
Scriptural  Charter  (Appendix  A  hereto) 
leaves  no  room  for  doubt  as  to  the  sec¬ 
tarian  nature  of  the  applicant’s  tenets. 
The  religious  beliefs  of  the  directors  and 
the  officers  are,  of  themselves,  of  no  legit¬ 
imate  concern  to  the  Commission.  What 
is  of  legitimate  concern  is  the  proposal 
that  the  Commission  license  a  station 
whose  Board  and  officers  can  never  in¬ 
clude  any  person  whose  beliefs  do  not 
conform  to  the  applicant’s  Scriptural 
Charter.  If  the  applicant  were  a  church 
organization  this  homogeneity  would 
normally  be  expected  and,  without  more, 
would  raise  no  question.  But  this  appli¬ 
cant  is  not  a  church,  and  the  question  is 
posed  as  to  what  possible  purpose  such 
a  requirement  could  serve  in  a  station 
with  70%  religious  programming  other 
than  the  intention  that  the  station’s  en¬ 
tire  operation  revolve  about  the  fulcrum 
of  the  sectarian  Scriptural  Charter. 

As  it  happens,  there  is  no  need  to  draw 
an  inference.  Exhibit  10  to  the  applica¬ 
tion,  under  the  heading  “Further  Opera¬ 
tion  of  Proposed  Station  in  the  Public 
Interest,”  states: 

Both  in  Inaugurating  the  Rule  Making  pro¬ 
ceeding  before  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission  to  assign  Channel  224A  to  Flint 
and  in  preparing  and  prosecuting  this  appli¬ 
cation,  Flint  FamUy  Radio,  Inc.  had  a  two¬ 
fold  plan  for  utilization  of  Channel  224A. 
The  primary  objective  was  to  provide  a  Chris¬ 
tian  broadcast  service  together  with  news, 
public  affairs  and  other  programs  designed  to 
fill  a  void  In  the  service  area.  The  second 
objective,  on  a  longer  range  basis  was  to  pro¬ 
gram  through  a  Subcarrier  Communications 
Authorization — a  Radio  School  of  the  Air  In 
cooperation  with  the  Flint  Bible  Institute.’ 

The  dominant  intent  of  the  applicant 
is  further  indicated  by  the  reluctant 


•The  wisdom  of  this  caution  was  demon¬ 
strated  in  Brandywlne-Maln  Line  Radio,  Inc.. 
24  FCC  2d  18  (1970),  rehearing  denied  27 
FCC  2d  565  (1971),  affirmed  Brandywlne- 
Maln  Line  Radio,  Inc.  v.  F.C.C.,  153  U.S.  App. 
D.C.  306,  473  F.  2d  16  (1972),  cert.  den.  412 
U3.  922,  a  case  In  which  it  was  generally 
overlooked  that  the  application  similarly 
proclaimed  a  sectarian  purpose. 

7  The  proposed  Radio  School  of  the  Air  Is 
also  Intended  to  serve  a  sectarian  objective, 
“to  give  men  and  women  a  Bible-based, 
Christ-centered  education  for  effective  Chris¬ 
tian  living  and  service." 


changes  it  has  made  In  its  proposal  to 
counter  contentions  that  it  would  not 
operate  its  proposed  station  in  accord 
with  its  legal  obligations.  In  response  to 
an  objection  to  a  grant  based  upon  a 
newspaper  report  that  the  applicant’s 
secretary  had  announced  that  it  was  the 
Board's  policy  not  to  permit  Jews  and 
Catholics  to  conduct  regular  program¬ 
ming  on  the  station,  the  applicant  did 
not  deny  the  accuracy  of  the  news  report 
but  stated  that  it  “does  not  represent  the 
presently  proposed  religious  program¬ 
ming  policies  of  Flint  Family  Radio,  Inc.” 
(Letter  of  June  10,  1975  from  Edward  S. 
Kulvander.)  In  response  to  an  objection 
by  the  Task  Force  on  FM  Applicants  of 
the  Interfaith  Metropolitan  Agency  for 
Planning  that  the  station  would  repre¬ 
sent  a  sectarian  viewpoint  to  the  exclu¬ 
sion  of  other  viewpoints,  the  applicant 
relied  in  part  upon  its  advisory  council, 
whose  defects  were  detailed  in  opinions 
of  Board  Member  Kessler  and  myself  in 
connection  with  a  Memorandum  Opinion 
and  Order  released  February  9, 1976,  FCC 
76R-43.*  Now,  in  response  to  a  motion  to 
enlarge  issues  based  upon  the  exclusion¬ 
ary  provisions  of  its  Constitution,  the 
applicant  has  decided  to  delete  only  the 
word  “employees.” 

I  think  we  are  bound  to  apply  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  publicly  stated  policy  in  an  area 
where  a  change  in  policy  could  have  far 
reaching  effects  upon  the  entire  system 
of  broadcasting  in  this  country.  The 
Court  of  Appeals  has  stated  that  while  a 
religious  group,  like  any  other,  may  buy 
and  operate  a  licensed  radio  or  televi¬ 
sion  station,  it  “has  no  constitutional 
right  to  convert  a  licensed  communica¬ 
tions  franchise  into  a  church.”  King’s 
Garden.  Inc.  v.  F.C.C.,  162  U.S.  App.  D.C. 
100,  109,  498  F.  2d  51,  60  (1974),  cert.  den. 
419  U.S.  996.  At  the  same  time  the  Court 
suggested  that 

It  may  well  be  that,  after  it  has  met  its  "fair¬ 
ness  doctrine”  and  “personal  attack  doctrine” 
obligations  and  produced  some  programs  of 
general  community  Interest,  King’s  Oarden 
has  the  right  to  give  a  sectarian  tone  or  per¬ 
spective  to  all  of  its  other  programming. 

(162  U.S.  App.  D.C.  at  109,  498  F.  2d  at 
60.)  As  I  understand  it,  the  presently  es¬ 
tablished  policy  of  the  Commission  is 
that  adherence  to  whatever  minmium 
standards  of  public  service  may  apply  is 
not  enough;  seeking  a  license  to  advance 
any  sectarian  or  partisan  cause  is  fatally 
inconsistent  with  the  public  trustee  na¬ 
ture  of  a  broadcast  license.  The  applica¬ 
tion  of  Flint  Family  Radio,  Inc.  squarely 
presents  the  issue. 


•While  at  that  time  I  believed  that  we 
could  not  consider  matters  already  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Broadcast  Bureau  under  Its  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority,  I  have  decided  upon  re¬ 
flection  that  I  was  In  error  on  that  score,  and 
that  the  Bureau's  rulings  are  not  entitled  to 
the  same  deference  we  would  accord  a  ruling 
of  the  Commission.  Therefore,  there  Is  no 
impediment  to  our  consideration  of  Flint 
Family  Radio's  purpose  in  seeking  a  license, 
even  though  the  Bureau  could  be  said  to 
have  considered  the  same  general  subject  In 
its  designation  order. 
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At  the  risk  of  stating  what  should  be 
obvious,  I  wish  to  emphasize  that  this 
issue  presented  by  the  application  of 
Flint  Family  Radio,  Inc.  has  nothing  to 
do  with  a  licensee’s  wide  discretion  to 
choose  programs  of  interest  to  the  public, 
with  the  religious  views  of  any  person 
participating  in  the  application,  or  with 
the  extent  of  religious  programming  pro¬ 
posed.  I  recognize  also,  as  the  Supreme 
Court  noted  in  Columbia  Broadcasting 
System  v.  Democratic  National  Commit¬ 
tee,  412  U.S.  94,  102  (1973),  that  “iblal- 
ancing  the  various  First  Amendment  in¬ 
terests  involved  in  the  broadcast  media 
and  determining  what  best  serves  the 
public’s  right  to  be  informed  is  a  task  of 
great  delicacy  and  difficulty.”  But  this  is 
not  a  doubtful  case  of  any  particular 
delicacy.  It  boldly  presents  the  issue  of 
private  versus  public  purpose. 

Finally,  the  religious  discrimination 
Flint  Family  Radio  has  brought  to  the 
highest  policy  making  areas  of  the  corpo¬ 
rate  structure — its  officers  and  Board  of 
Directors — raises  a  further  problem  of 
conflict  with  the  public  inteest.  The  ar¬ 
bitrary  exclusion  of  those  not  sharing  the 
religious  tenets  of  the  applicant’s  present 
members  surely  cannot  be  justified  on  the 
ground  given  by  the  applicant’s  President 
that  it  ‘  was  directed  at  achieving  a  high 
standard  of  excellence  for  the  company’s 
operation.”  (Affidavit  of  Edward  S.  Kul- 
vander  of  November  12,  1975,  Exhibit  A 
to  opposition  to  petition  to  enlarge 
issues. )  On  the  contrary,  it  is  potentially 
disabling. 

The  Commission  has  made  amply  clear 
that  a  licensee’s  duty  to  serve  the  entire 
public  within  reach  of  its  signal  is  com¬ 
promised  by  racial  or  religious  discrimi¬ 
nation  in  employment.  Non-discrimina¬ 
tion  In  Employment  Practices  of  Broad¬ 
cast  Licensees,  13  FCC  2d  766,  769-770 
(1968) .  As  the  Commission  there  stated: 

10.  There  Is  a  second  and  related  approach 
to  support  the  proposition  that  allegations  of 
discriminatory  hiring  practices  go  to  the 
heart  of  operation  In  the  public  Interest,  and 
caU  for  careful  Commission  scrutiny,  whether 
or  not  a  violation  of  Federal  or  State  law  may 
be  Involved.  As  stated,  the  broadcast  licensee 
Is  a  “public  trustee"  (Television  Corp.  of 
Michigan  v.  F.C.C.,  244  F.  2d  730,  733-34 
(CADC);  Mclntlre  v.  William  Penn  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  151  F.  2d  597  (CA  3),  cert.  den. 
327  U.S.  779),  who  “•  •  •  seeks  and  la 
granted  the  free  and  exclusive  use  of  a 
limited  and  valuable  part  of  the  pubUc 
domain;  where  he  accepts  this  franchise  It  Is 
burdened  by  enforceable  public  obligations.” 
(United  Church  of  Christ  v.  F.C.C.,  359  F.  2d 
994,  1003  (CADC) .)  One  of  the  most  Impor¬ 
tant  such  obligations  Is  to  ascertain  the 
needs  and  Interests  of  his  public  to  be  served 
(Henry  v.  F.C.C.,  302  F.  2d  191  (CADC),  cert, 
den.,  371  U.S.  821)  and  to  "•  •  •  reasonably 
attempt  to  meet  all  such  needs  and  Interests 
on  an  equlable  basis"  (Report  and  Statement 
on  Policy  Re:  Commission’s  En  Banc  Pro¬ 
gramming  Inquiry,  25  F.R.  7291,  7295) , 

*  •  •  •  • 

11.  The  same  question  Is  raised  when  a  sub¬ 
stantial  charge  Is  made  that  a  licensee  Is  de¬ 
liberately  discriminatory  In  his  employment 
policies.  A  refusal  to  hire  Negros  or  persons 
of  any  race  or  religion  clearly  raises  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  the  licensee  Is  moving  %  good 
faith  effort  to  serve  hls  entire  public.  Thus,  it 


Immediately  raises  the  question  of  whether 
he  Is  consulting  In  good  faith  with  Negro 
community  leaders  concerning  programming 
to  serve  the  area's  needs  and  Interests.  In¬ 
deed,  the  very  fact  of  discriminatory  hiring 
policies  may  effectively  cut  the  licensee  off 
from  success  In  such  efforts.  We  do  not  say 
that  the  one  charge  encompasses  the  other 
but  rather  that  It  constitutes  clear  cause  for 
the  exploration  by  the  Commission  In  the 
form  of  a  more  searching  scrutiny  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  In  this  Important  respect,  with  the 
possible  requirement  of  submission  of  a  de¬ 
tailed  showing  or  an  evidentiary  hearing. 

What  was  said  by  the  Commission  in 
1968  applies  with  at  least  equal  force  to 
the  application  of  Flint  Family  Radio  in 
1976.  Cf.  TV  9.  Inc.  v.  F.C.C.,  161  U.S. 
App.  D.C.  349,  F  2d  929  (1973),  cert.  den. 
419  U.S.  986.* 

Appendix  A. — Scriptural  Charter 

WE  BELIEVE 

1.  In  the  verbal  and  plenary  Inspiration 
of  the  original  manuscripts  of  the  Old  and 
New  Testaments,  which  constitute  the  ln- 
errant  Word  of  God,  the  one  and  only  Infal¬ 
lible  rule  of  faith  and  conduct. 

2.  In  the  Trinity  of  the  Godhead:  One  God 
eternally  existing  In  three  equal  persons  •  •  • 
Father,  Son  and  Holy  Spirit. 

3.  In  the  dlety,  virgin  birth,  sinless  life, 
substitutionary  death,  bodily  resurrection, 
and  imminent,  pre-millenlal  coming  of 
Christ. 

4.  In  the  personality  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  by 
Whom  believers  are  called,  regenerated,  bap¬ 
tized  Into  Christ,  Indwelt,  sealed,  and  filled 
for  service. 

5.  In  the  direct  creation  of  the  universe 
and  man  by  God  *  *  •  apart  from  any  process 
of  evolution. 

6.  In  the  fall,  total  depravity  and  guilt  of 
the  race  in  Adam  which  for  man’s  salvation 
necessitates  the  sovereign  dlvlnely-lnitlated 
deliverance  of  the  sinner  by  the  grace  of 
God  In  Christ. 

7.  In  the  eternal  salvation  of  all  Individuals 
who  put  their  faith  In  Christ,  Whose  blood 
was  shed  for  the  remission  of  sin. 

8.  In  the  unity  of  all  true  believers  In  the 
Church  which  Is  the  body  of  Christ. 

9.  In  the  local  church  as  a  company  of 
baptized  believers.  Independent  and  self- 
governing,  which  should  fellowship  with 
other  churches  of  like  faith  and  order.  It  Is 
the  responsibility  of  the  local  church  to  ob¬ 
serve  the  ordinances  of  baptism  and  the 
Lord’s  supper,  edify  Itself,  and  evangelize 
the  world.  Also,  It  Is  the  duty  of  every  true 
church  to  proclaim  all  the  counsel  of  God 
and  to  administer  discipline  as  enjoined  by 
the  Word  of  God  •  •  •  for  the  good  of  the 
offender,  the  purity  of  the  church,  and  the 
honor  of  Christ. 

10.  In  faithful  obedience  to  God’s  Word 
which  commands  believers  to  separate  en¬ 
tirely  from  worldliness  and  ecclesiastical 
apostasy  against  God. 

11.  In  the  personal  existence  of  angels, 
demons  and  Satan. 

12.  In  the  bodily  resurrection.  Immortality 
and  pre-tribulation  rapture  of  all  believers 
in  Christ  at  Hls  Imminent  Second  Coming. 

13.  In  the  sovereign  selection  of  Israel  as 
God’s  eternal  covenant  people,  and  that  she 
is  now  dispersed  because  of  her  rejection  of 
Christ,  and  that  she  will  be  regathered  In  the 


•  The  need  for  an  Inquiry  on  this  score  Is 
made  further  manifest  by  the  changes  In  the 
applicant's  proposal  referred  to  earlier  In  this 
opinion. 


holy  land  and  saved  as  a  nation  at  the  Second 
Advent  of  Christ. 

14.  In  the  bodily  resurrection  and  Judg¬ 
ment  of  unbelievers  after  the  millennial 
reign  of  Christ. 

15.  In  the  eternal  life  and  blessedness  of 
all  believers  and  the  eternal  existence  and 
punishment  of  all  unbelievers. 

[FR  Doc.76-10746  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  20756;  File  No.  BPH-9657] 

JOHN  LAMAR  HILL  (KJLH(FM)) 

Designating  Application  for  Hearing  on 
Stated  Issues 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  above-captioned  ap¬ 
plication  of  John  Lamar  Hill  (Hill),  li¬ 
censee  of  Class  A  FM  station  KJLH  (FM) , 
channel  272  (102.3  MHz),  Compton, 
California,  requesting  a  construction 
permit  to  change  the  site  of  the  trans¬ 
mitter  from  Dominguez  Hills  to  Baldwin 
Hills.  The  Commission  also  has  before  it 
a  petition  to  deny,  filed  January  30, 1976, 
by  Eleven-Fifty  Corporation,  a  wholly- 
owned  subsidiary  of  Pacific  and  South¬ 
ern  Company,  Inc.,  the  former  being  the 
licensee  of  station  KIIS-FM  (formerly 
KKDJ-FM) ,  channel  274  (102.7  MHz), 
Los  Angeles,  California,  and  various 
pleadings  filed  in  connection  therewith.1 

2.  The  background  of  this  proceeding 
Is  rather  involved  and  may  be  found  in 
a  series  of  prior  actions  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  In  brief,  channel  272  is  allocated 
to  Long  Beach,  California,  and  the  sta¬ 
tion  (then  KFOX-FM )  was  licensed  to 
Long  Beach.  John  Lamar  Hill  acquired 
the  station  in  1965  and  moved  the  sta¬ 
tion’s  transmitter  to  Dominguez  Hills 
in  November  1968.  In  September  1971, 
Hill  obtained  the  Commission’s  authori¬ 
zation  to  change  the  station’s  city  of 
license  to  Compton,  California.  The 
present  site  of  station  KJLH  is  in  the 
Dominguez  Hills,  south  of  Compton.  On 
November  6,  1974,  Hill  submitted  the 
present  application,  proposing  to  move 
the  transmitter  site  to  Baldwin  Hills, 
approximately  13  miles  generally  north¬ 
west  to  a  point  about  10  miles  northwest 
of  Compton.  Station  KJLH  is  a  Class  A 
station  and  station  KUSC(FM) ,  channel 
218  (91.5  MHz),  Los  Angeles,  California, 
licensed  to  the  University  of  Southern 
California,  is  a  Class  B  station  separated 
in  frequency  from  KJLH  by  10.8  MHz. 
Section  73.207  of  the  rules  requires  that 
Class  A  and  Class  B  stations  which  are 
separated  in  frequency  by  10.8  MHz  be 
spaced  at  least  10  miles  apart  to  assure 
that  objectionable  cross-modulation  does 
not  occur.  If  the  objectionable  cross¬ 
modulation  does  occur,  a  signal  at  10.8 
MHz  will  be  generated  which  will  ad¬ 
versely  affect  the  intermediate  frequency 
(IF)  stage  of  receivers  “across  the 
board”,  i.e.,  no  FM  stations  could  be  re¬ 
ceived.  The  present  site  of  KJLH  at 

1  Hill  filed  an  Opposition  of  February  9, 
1976,  and  petitioner  filed  a  reply  thereto  on 
February  20, 1976. 
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Dominguez  Hills  and  the  present  KUSC 
site  are  more  than  10  miles  apart,  but 
the  KJLH  site  at  Baldwin  Hills  would  be 
less  than  five  miles  from  the  present 
KUSC  site.8  The  applicant  has,  therefore, 
requested  a  waiver  of  section  73.207  of 
the  rules. 

3.  Station  KJLH,  operating  on  chan¬ 
nel  272  (102.3  MHz)  and  station  KUS, 
operating  on  channel  274  (102.7  MHz), 
are  second  adjacent  channel  stations, 
the  latter  being  a  Class  B  station.  Sec¬ 
tion  73.207  of  the  rules  requires  a  Class 
A  station  to  be  spaced  not  less  than  40 
miles  from  a  second  adjacent  channel 
Class  B  station.  KJLH  was  originally  al¬ 
located  at  a  distance  of  approximately 
31  miles  from  KIIS  (then  KKDJ)  prior 
to  the  adoption  of  the  minimum  mile¬ 
age  separation  standards.  When  these 
rules  were  adopted,  section  73.213(f)(2) 
(i)  provided  for  existing  stations  which 
were  then  short-spaced  with  second  ad¬ 
jacent  channel  stations  to  change  trans¬ 
mitter  site  although  the  change  might 
entail  further  short-spacing  between  the 
two  stations.  The  rule  contains  no  limit 
on  the  extent  to  which  the  second  ad¬ 
jacent  channel  short-spacing  can  be  in¬ 
creased.  In  1968.  when  KJLH  was 
authorized  to  move  to  its  Dominguez  Hills 
site,  the  separation  between  KJLH  and 
KHS  was  reduced  from  31  to  27  miles. 
The  present  proposed  move  to  Baldwin 
Hills  would  reduce  the  separation  to 
approximately  23  miles.  Such  a  move  is 
not  proscribed  by  the  rules,  but  Kns  has 
premised  its  petition  to  deny  on  its  con¬ 
cern  that  the  additional  short-spacing 
would  cause  severe  interference  to  recep¬ 
tion  of  KIIS,  and  it  opposes  KJLH’s  re¬ 
quest  for  waiver  of  section  73.207  of  the 
rules. 

4.  In  addition  to  the  foregoing,  operat¬ 
ing  from  the  proposed  site  in  Baldwin 
Hills,  station  KJLH  would  be  unable  to 
encompass  its  entire  city  of  license 
(Compton)  with  a  predicted  3.16  mV/m 
contour  as  required  by  section  73.315(a) 
of  the  rules  and  Hill  has  requested  a 
waiver  of  that  rule  also.  The  reason  for 
the  move  from  Dominguez  Hills  to  Bald¬ 
win  Hills,  according  to  Hill,  is  that  Hill 
has  been  notified  by  the  lessor  of  his 
present  site  that  Hill’s  tenancy  is  now  on 
a  month-to-month  basis  and  that  Hill 
can  be  required  to  move  upon  30  days’ 
notice  from  his  lessor.  Hill's  application 
was  not  immediately  accepted  for  filing, 
but,  on  February  12,  1975,  Hill  was 
granted  special  temporary  authority  to 
operate  from  Baldwin  Hills  for  a  90  day 
period  with  precisely  the  same  facilities 
which  he  here  seeks  on  a  permanent  basis 
(Letter  to  John  Lamar  Hill,  51  FCC  2d 
722;  reconsideration  denied,  John  Lamar 
Hill  (KJLH  <  FM ) ) ,  51  FCC  2d  1150,  33 
RR  2d  47) .  The  purpose  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  was  to  allow  the  engineers  from  the 
Commission’s  Los  Angeles  District  Office 
to  ascertain,  under  carefully  controlled 


1  There  Is  pending  an  application  (BPED- 
2081)  by  KUSC  to  move  Its  transmitter  site 
to  a  point  which  would  Increase  the  spacing 
between  KJLH  and  KUSC  to  approximately 
seven  miles.  The  application  was  accepted  for 
filing  on  August  12,  1975. 


FEDERAL 


conditions,  whether  IF  interference 
would  result.  The  determinations  regard¬ 
ing  interference,  however,  were  not  to  be 
limited  to  IF  interference  nor  to  inter¬ 
ference  to  KUSC.  Almost  as  soon  as  the 
tests  began,  Hill  discovered  unforeseen 
problems  with  an  FAA  facility  and  the 
tests  were  immediately  suspended.  When 
this  problem  was  resolved  with  the  FAA, 
the  Commission,  on  June  24,  1975,  au¬ 
thorized  a  new  90  day  test  period. 

5.  The  tests  were  conducted  and  they 
disclosed  that  there  was  no  IF  interfer¬ 
ence  resulting  from  the  present  operation 
of  KUSC  and  the  operation  of  KJLH 
from  Baldwin  Hills.  Hill  thereupon  peti¬ 
tioned  the  Commission  to  allow  him  to 
remain  at  the  Baldwin  Hills  site  because, 
he  asserted,  it  would  be  an  unnecessary 
hardship  to  require  him  to  return  to 
Dominguez  Hills  and  then,  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  determined  that  the  application 
should  be  accepted  for  filing,  processed 
and  granted,  return  again  to*  Baldwin 
Hills.  On  October  22,  1975,  we  granted 
Hill  a  six-month  authorization  to  remain 
at  Baldwin  Hills  while  the  field  tests  were 
being  evaluated  and  a  determination  was 
being  made  as  to  whether  to  accept  the 
application  for  filing.  Letter  to  John 
Lamar  Hill,  56  FCC  2d  468.  That  time  pe¬ 
riod  was  considered  to  be  reasonably  re¬ 
lated  to  the  time  within  which  the  eval¬ 
uation  could  be  made  and,  if  warranted, 
the  application  could  be  accepted  for  fil¬ 
ing.  placed  on  a  “cut-off”  list,  processed, 
and  be  acted  upon.  The  application  was 
accepted  for  filing  on  November  20,  1975, 
and  was  placed  on  a  “cut-off”  list  on 
December  18,  1975,  being  considered  as 
ready  and  available  for  processing  on 
February  2,  1976.  Subsequently,  the  peti¬ 
tion  to  deny  was  filed  by  KIIS-FM  and, 
on  February  18,  1976,  the  Commission 
ordered  Hill  to  terminate  his  operation  at 
Baldwin  Hills  and  to  resume  operation 
from  Dominguez  Hills  not  later  than 
March  20,  1976.  The  reasons  for  this  ac¬ 
tion  are  set  forth  in  our  decision  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  19,  1976,  (John  Lamar  Hill,  FCC 
76-164,  released  February  25,  19761. 

6.  Petitioner  claims  standing  as  a 
party  in  interest  within  the  meaning  of 
section  309(d)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  on  the  grounds 
that  operation  of  station  KJLH  <  FM  >  as 
proposed  causes  electrical  interference  to 
station  KHS.  The  facts  alleged  by  peti¬ 
tioner  are  sufficient  to  confer  standing 
on  this  basis.  Federal  Communications 
Commission  v.  NBC  (KOA>  ,319  U.S.  239, 
63  S.  Ct.  1035  (1943). 

7.  Petitioner  first  contends  that,  op¬ 
erating  as  proposed,  station  KJLH  would 
not  provide  a  minimum  field  intensity 
signal  of  3.16  mV/m  over  all  of  Compton; 
that,  in  fact,  only  10  percent  of  Comp¬ 
ton  would  be  within  the  predicted  3.16 
mV/m  contour,  although  all  of  Compton 
would  be  within  the  predicted  1  mV/m 
contour.  Petitioner  contends  that  it  1s 
obvious  that  Hill  has  moved  away  from 
Compton  and  has,  in  fact,  abandoned 
Compton  as  the  focus  of  its  primary  re¬ 
sponsibility.  This  move,  petitioner  says, 
amounts  to  a  de  facto  reallocation  of  the 
channel  from  Compton  to  Los  Angeles. 
Petitioner  states  that  Compton  is 


between  1.8  and  4.7  miles  from  the  Do¬ 
minguez  Hills  site  and  that,  from  that 
site,  a  signal  intensity  ranging  between 
95  dbu  and  79  dbu  is  provided  to  Comp¬ 
ton,  but  the  Baldwin  Hills  site  is  be¬ 
tween  8.7  and  13  miles  from  Compton 
and  the  predicted  range  of  the  signal 
strength  to  Compton  from  the  Baldwin 
Hills  site  is  between  71  and  65  dbu.  Peti¬ 
tioner  further  contends  that  the  history 
of  KJLH  clearly  shows  that,  little  by  lit¬ 
tle,  the  station  has  moved  steadily  into 
Los  Angeles,  where  it  has  its  main 
studios.  Thus,  petitioner  concludes,  a 
hearing  is  required  under  section  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  to  compare 
the  needs  of  Compton,  Long  Beach,  and 
Los  Angeles  for  the  additional  service, 
adding  that  if  the  channel  is,  in  fact, 
being  reallocated,  it  must  be  opened  for 
competing  applications. 

8.  Long  Beach  is  not  a  factor  in  this 
proceeding,  for  KJLH’s  city  of  license  was 
changed  by  the  Commission  in  1971  from 
Long  Beach  to  Compton,  and  its  primary 
responsibility  is  now  to  serve  Compton, 
not  Long  Beach.  The  facts  are,  however, 
that  Hill  is  now  proposing  to  move  away 
from  Compton,  thereby  failing  to  provide 
the  minimum  required  signal  intensity  to 
all  of  his  city  of  license,  and  that  the 
move  would  create  a  loss  area  to  the 
southeast  and  east.  These  facts  raise  a 
question  as  to  whether  such  a  move  would 
result  in  a  de  facto  reallocation  of  the 
channel  from  Compton.  Moreover,  as  pe¬ 
titioner  points  out,  the  creation  of  a  loss 
area  invokes  the  principle  of  Hall  v.  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission,  99 
U.S.  App.  D.C.  86.  237  F.  2d  567,  14  RR 
2009.  Where,  as  here,  there  would  be  a 
degradation  of  signal  strength,  Hall, 
supra,  requires  us  to  balance  the  public 
interest  factors  of  a  gain  in  service  area 
against  the  projected  loss  in  service  area. 
Although  the  circumstances  of  this  case 
do  not  establish  prima  facie  that  the 
move  would  constitute  a  de  facto  reallo¬ 
cation  of  the  channel,  this  is  a  question 
which  must  be  determined  in  a  hearing. 
Louisiana  Television  Broadcasting  Cor¬ 
poration  v.  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  121  U.S.  App.  D.C.  24,  347  F. 
2d  808.  5  RR  2d  2025. 

9.  Hill  contends  that  the  move  is  in¬ 
voluntary,  compelled  by  the  notification 
he  received  from  the  lessor  of  his  present 
site  to  the  effect  that,  because  of  plans  to 
dedicate  the  land  to  other  uses.  Hill 
would  thereafter  be  on  a  month-to- 
month  tenancy.  Hill  alleges  that  a  30-day 
notice  to  him  by  the  lessor  would  be  in¬ 
adequate  to  allow  him  to  obtain  a  new 
site,  obtain  Commission  authorization, 
and  move  and  that  he  must  therefore 
anticipate  such  a  problem  and  move  now. 
Petitioner,  however,  challenges  the  en¬ 
tire  basis  for  the  move,  alleging  that  Hill 
has  provided  no  support  for  a  belief  that 
a  removal  notice  from  the  landlord  may 
be  imminent;  that  Hill  has  made  no  ef¬ 
fort  during  the  past  year  to  ascertain  the 
status  of  the  alleged  redevelopment 
plans  of  the  lessor;  and  that  he  has  made 
no  serious  effort  to  find  another  site  in 
the  Dominguez  Hills  area  which  would 
not  involve  the  problems  petitioner  sees 
in  the  proposal  herein.  Hill  has  made  no 
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response  to  these  charges.  Petitioner, 
moreover,  alleges  that  it  has  made  at 
least  minimal  inquiries  in  the  area  and 
has  suggested  several  sites  which  might 
be  available  to  Hill,  if  he  were  to  make 
serious  efforts  to  investigate  the  possi¬ 
bilities.  Although  Hill  states  that  he  did 
look  for  possible  other  sites  in  the  area, 
he  has  not  responded  to  petitioner’s  sug¬ 
gestions,  nor  has  he  provided  any  facts 
with  respect  to  those  sites  which  he  states 
he  did  investigate.  We  think  that  a  more 
thorough  investigation  into  Hill’s  effort* 
in  this  respect  are  indicated 

10.  The  petitioner  also  raises  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  Hill  has  complied  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Primer  on  As¬ 
certainment  of  Community  Problems,  27 
PCC  2d  682,  21  RR  2d  1507,  which  re¬ 
quires  that  the  applicant  for  a  major 
change,  where  the  proposed  1  mV/m 
contour  encompasses  a  new  area  which 
is  equal  to,  or  greater  than,  50  percent 
of  the  area  within  the  existing  contour 
ascertain  community  problems  in  the 
gain  area.  Hill,  petitioner  contends,  has 
not  ascertained  the  problems  of  the  newr 
area  to  be  served,  as  required  by  the 
Primer.  The  difficulty  with  petitioner’s 
position  is  that  the  changes  involved  here 
do  not  invoke  the  requirements  of  the 
Primer.  Although  the  total  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  gain  area  and  the  projected  loss 
area  clearly  equal  or  exceed  the  area 
within  KJLH’s  present  1  mV/m  contour, 
the  new  area  does  not,  and  it  is  the  new 
area  to  which  the  Primer’s  mandate  is 
addressed.  We  hold  therefore,  that  Hill 
was  not  required  to  ascertain  the  prob¬ 
lems  of  the  new  communities  or  area  to 
be  served. 

11.  One  of  the  petitioner’s  complaints 
in  this  proceeding  is  its  allegation  that 
operation  of  KJLH  from  the  Baldwin 
Hills  site  results  in  objectionable  inter¬ 
ference  to  reception  of  KIIS’s  signals, 
particularly  along  the  heavily  travelled 
Santa  Monica  Freeway.  At  the  outset, 
the  Commisison’s  efforts  to  discover 
whether  there  would  be  interference  if 
the  move  were  to  be  permitted,  were 
directed  to  a  determination  with  respect 
to  IF  interference,  our  concern  being  the 
increased  short-spacing  to  station 
KUSC.  There  is  no  dispute  that  no  such 
interference  occurred.  It  is  true,  as  peti¬ 
tioner  alleges,  that  the  investigation  was 
not  limited  to  IF  interference  nor  to 
KUSC.  Petitioner  states  that  42,000  per¬ 
sons  in  a  6.5  square  mile  area  of  Los 
Angeles  would  lose  present  KUS  service 
as  the  result  of  the  alleged  interference 
caused  by  operation  of  KJLH  from  Bald¬ 
win  Hills.  To  support  this  claim,  peti¬ 
tioner  cities  the  report  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Los  Angeles  District  Office.  Hill 
points  out,  however,  that  only  26  com¬ 
plaints  of  interference  were  received  by 
Kns  from  a  city  the  size  of  Los  An¬ 
geles.  These  complaints  were,  for  the 
most  part,  from  motorists  who  com¬ 
plained,  on  forms  provided  by  Kns,  that 
their  receivers  “drifted”  from  KIIS  to  a 
station  which  some  of  them  identified 
as  KJLH.  This,  obviously,  is  a  function 
of  receiver  selectively  and  will  occur  in 
FM  receivers  when  a  point  is  reached 


where  a  stronger  signal  “overrides”  a 
weaker  signal.  The  closer  the  receiver 
to  the  transmitting  antenna  of  the 
stronger  station,  the  more  likely  it  is 
that  the  “drifting”  will  occur.  This  is 
true  particularly  with  mobile  receivers 
such  as  automobile  radios.  Although  this 
type  of  interference  is  not  interference 
against  which  our  rules  provide  protec¬ 
tion,  we  will,  in  particular  cases,  look 
closely  into  situations  where  there  is 
no  reason  to  believe  that  interference 
will,  in  fact,  occur.  WXFM,  Inc.,  44  FCC 
2d  523,  29  RR  2d  54  (1973).  Having 
decided  that  a  hearing  is  required  in 
any  event,  we  think  that  the  question  of 
interference  to  KUS  should  be  explored 
and  we  will,  therefore,  specify  an  appro¬ 
priate  issue. 

12.  Although  it  is  not  disputed  that 
no  IF  interference  occurred  with  KJLH 
operating  from  Baldwin  Hills  and  KUSC 
operating  with  its  present  facilities,  that 
situation  could  change  markedly.  Station 
KUSC  now  operates  with  effective  radi¬ 
ated  power  of  29.5  kW  and  antenna 
height  above  average  terrain  of  140  feet. 
The  tests  made  in  connection  with  the 
operation  of  KJLH  from  Baldwin  Hills 
were  conducted  beginning  July  26,  1975; 
on  August  12,  1975,  the  Commission  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  KUSC’s  application  (see 
footnote  2,  supra)  which  proposes  to  de¬ 
crease  effective  radiated  power  to  15.85 
kW  and  to  increase  antenna  height  above 
average  terrain  to  930  feet,  which  is 
equivalent  to  the  maximum  facilities 
permitted  for  this  class  of  station  under 
the  Commission’s  rules  (50  kW  at  500 
feet) .  If  KUSC  operates  with  these  max¬ 
imum  facilities,  the  danger  of  IF  inter¬ 
ference  cannot  be  discounted.  For  this 
reason,  the  test  resuts  conducted  with 
KUSC  operating  with  less  than  maxi¬ 
mum  facilities,  cannot  be  considered  to 
be  conclusive  with  respect  to  whether 
IF  interference  will  occur.  The  proposed 
KJLH  move  would  create  a  short-spaced 
situation  to  KUSC  (both  to  existing 
KUSC  and  to  proposed  KUSC)  where 
none  now  exists.*  We  are  persuaded, 
therefore,  that  an  issue  must  be  specified 
to  determine  whether  a  waiver  of  sec¬ 
tion  73.207  of  the  rules  is  warranted. 

13.  Our  concern  with  the  proposed 
move  is  heightened  by  the  fact  that  the 
only  significant  new  factor  in  the  present 
case  which  distinguishes  it  from  our 
prior  consideration  of  an  identical  move 
in  1972  (John  Lamar  Hill  (KJLH),  35 
FCC  2d  877,  24  RR  2d  871)  is  the  alleged 
tenuity  of  KJLH’s  Dominguez  Hills  site. 
Station  KJLH  is  black-owned  and  oper¬ 
ated  and  is  dedicated  to  service  to  the 
black  community.  While  it  may  be  ap¬ 
parent  that  Hill  seeks  to  serve  the  black 
population  of  the  Watts  area  of  Los 


•Sine©  KUSC’s  application  fully  complies 
with  our  separation  requirements  to  the  au¬ 
thorized  site  of  station  KJLH  and  It  pro¬ 
poses,  in  fact,  to  move  away  from  KJLH’s 
Dominguez  Hills  site,  It  Is  not  mutually 
exclusive  with  the  KJLH  application  and 
cannot  be  drawn  Into  a  comparative  hearing. 
Atlantic  Video  Corp.  ( WWRO(TV) ) ,  32  FC  2d 
519,  23  RR  2d  317. 


Angeles.  Compton  also  has  its  authentic 
claims  to  black-oriented  programming. 
Even  under  authority  of  the  principle 
enunciated  in  Garrett  v.  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission,  168  U.S.  App. 
D.C.  266.  513  F  2d.  1056.  35  RR  2d  470. 
we  could  not  grant  Hill’s  requests  for 
waivers  because  we  cannot  resolve  the 
problem  of  de  facto  reallocation  and  the 
need  to  weigh  gains  and  losses  mandated 
by  Hall  supra,  without  a  hearing.  The 
court,  in  Garrett,  indicated  that  black 
ownership  and  participation  together 
are  themselves  likely  to  bring  about  pro¬ 
gramming  that  is  responsive  to  the  needs 
of  the  black  citizenry,  but  Garrett  is  of 
little  assistance  in  actuation  where  the 
question  appears  to  be  a  matter  of  which 
black  citizenry  should  be  served.  We  are 
not  informed  as  to  the  present  total 
population  of  Compton  nor  the  number 
of  those  who  are  black,  but  we  may  as¬ 
sume  that  neither  figure  has  changed 
significantly,  if  at  all,  since  1972  when 
the  community’s  total  population  was 
over  78.000.  of  which  nearly  56,000  were 
black.  Los  Angeles  has  an  abundance  of 
FM  radio  service  and  it  has  not  been 
suggested  that  there  is  a  need  for  addi¬ 
tional  black-oriented  programming 
there,  but  KJLH  is  Compton’s  only  local 
radio  outlet.  The  question,  then,  is 
whether  the  public  interest  and,  specif¬ 
ically.  the  interest  of  the  black  commu¬ 
nity.  is-  better  served  by  operation  of 
KJLH  from  Dominguez  Hills  or  from 
the  Baldwin  Hills  site  with  a  diminished 
signal  intensity  to  Compton.  Because  of 
the  existence  of  these  questions,  we 
plainly  cannot  grant  the  application 
without  the  full  record  that  a  hearing 
would  provide.  Louisiana  Television 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  supra. 

14.  We  believe  that  the  petitioner  has 
raised  substantial  and  material  ques¬ 
tions  of  fact  and  we  are  unable  to  make 
the  statutory  finding  that  grant  of  the 
application  without  a  hearing  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience 
and  necessity.  We  are  of  the  opinion, 
therefore,  that  the  application  must  be 
designated  for  hearing. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  309(e)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the 
above-captioned  application  of  John 
Lamar  Hill,  is  designated  for  hearing  at 
a  time  place  and  before  an  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  to  be  specified  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  Order,  upon  the  following  issues : 

1.  To  determine  whether,  operating  as 
proposed,  station  KJLH  would  cause  ob¬ 
jectionable  interference  to  reception  of 
the  signals  of  station  KnS-FM.  Los 
Angeles.  California,  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent: 

2.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  would  gain  or  lose  primary 
service  (1  mV/m)  by  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tion  of  station  KJLH(FM),  the  number 
of  other  aural  services  available  in  such 
areas,  and  to  determine  whether  the 
losses  would  be  outweighed  by  the  gains: 

3.  To  determine  the  extent  to  which 
the  city  of  Compton  would  be  within  the 
predicted  3.16  mV/m  contour  of  station 
KJLH(FM),  operating  as  proposed; 
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4.  To  determine  whether  operation  of 
station  KJLH(FM)  as  proposed  would  be 
consistent  with  the  minimum  mileage 
separation  requirements  of  section  73.207 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and,  if  not, 
whether  a  waiver  would  be  warranted; 

5.  To  determine  the  status  of  the  plans 
for  development  of  the  present  site  of 
station  KJLH  in  Dominguez  Hills,  the 
extent  to  which  bona  fide  efforts  have 
been  made  by  the  applicant  to  locate 
other  suitable  sites  which  would  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  Commission’s  rules,  and 
the  availability,  if  any,  of  other  sites 
from  which  station  KJLH  could  be  oper¬ 
ated  consistent  with  the  rules; 

6.  To  determine  w’hether  the  proposed 
operation  of  station  KJLH  from  the 
Baldwin  Hills  site  would  constitute  a  de 
facto  reallocation  of  channel  272  from 
Compton,  California. 

7.  To  determine,  on  the  basis  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  Issues,  whether  a  waiver  of  section 
73.315(a)  of  the  rules  would  be  war¬ 
ranted; 

8.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  grant  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  wrould  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  Eleven- 
Fifty  Corporation  is  made  a  party  re¬ 
spondent  in  this  proceeding. 

It  Is  further  ordered,  That  the  burden 
of  proof  in  Issues  1  through  6  and  the 
burden  of  proceeding  with  the  introduc¬ 
tion  of  evidence  in  Issues  1  through  5 
shall  be  upon  the  applicant  and  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proceeding  with  the  introduction 
of  evidence  in  Issue  6  is  placed  upon  the 
party  respondent. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding  shall  be  expedited 
to  the  extent  possible,  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  procedural  due 
process. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  the  party  re¬ 
spondent  herein,  pursuant  to  section 
1 .221(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  in  per¬ 
son  or  by  attorney,  shall,  within  twenty 
(20)  days  of  the  mailing  of  this  Order, 
file  with  the  Commission,  in  triplicate, 
a  written  appearance  stating  an  inten¬ 
tion  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the 
hearing  and  present  evidence  on  the  is¬ 
sues  specified  in  this  Order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  section  1.594  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing  within  the  time  and  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  In  such  rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publication 


of  such  notice  as  required  by  section 
1.594(g)  of  the  rules. 

Adopted  March  31,  1976. 

Released  April  6,  1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission/ 

TsealI  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 


[Docket  No.  20768,  20769;  File  Nos.  1977-C6- 
P-72,  2814-C5-P-72,  3541-C6-P-72] 

MICROBAND  CORP.  OF  AMERICA  ET  AL 

Designating  Applications  for  Consolidated 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

By  the  Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau: 

1.  Before  the  Commission  are  the  above- 
referenced  applications  of  Microband 
Corporation  of  America  (Microband), 
filed  October  5,  1971;  Microwave  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  (MTC),  filed  No¬ 
vember  9,  1971;  and  Delta  Valley  Radio¬ 
telephone  Company  Incorporated  (Delta 
VaUey)  filed  December  15, 1971.  All  three 
applications  propose  channel  1  opera¬ 
tion  in  the  Multipoint  Distribution  Serv¬ 
ice  (MDS)  to  serve  the  Sacramento  area. 
All  three  applications  have  been  amend¬ 
ed  as  a  result  of  informal  requests  of  the 
Commission  staff  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  and  no  petitions  to  deny  or  other 
objections  to  the  applications  have  been 
received. 

2.  Microband,  a  wrholly-owned  subsidi¬ 
ary  of  the  Arthur  Lipper  Corporation, 
has  operating  MDS  facilities  in  several 
cities  at  the  present  time  and  construc¬ 
tion  permits  for  several  more  locations 
not  yet  operational.  MTC  owns  and  oper¬ 
ates  numerous  stations  in  the  Domestic 
Public  Point-to-Point  Microwave  Radio 
Service,  and  in  joint-venture  with  Micro¬ 
band,  has  construction  permits  for  sev¬ 
eral  MDS  stations.  Delta  Valley  is  an 
existing  radio  common  carrier  serving 
Sacramento,  California. 

3.  Upon  review  of  the  captioned  appli¬ 
cations,  we  find  that  the  three  applicants 
are  legally,  technically,  financially,  and 
otherwise  qualified  to  provide  the  serv¬ 
ices  which  they  propose,  and  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  required  to  determine,  on  a 
comparative  basis,  which  of  these  appli¬ 
cations  should  be  granted. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  ordered, 
That  pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  Section  0.291  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  the  above-captioned  applications 
of  Microband  Corporation  of  America, 
Microwave  Transmission  Corporation, 
and  Delta  Valley  Radiotelephone  Com¬ 
pany,  Incorporated,  are  designated  for 
hearing,  in  a  consolidated  proceeding,  at 
the  Commission’s  offices  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  on  a  date  and  before  an  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  to  be  specified  by  later 
order,  to  determine,  on  a  comparative  ba- 


1  Dissenting  Statement  of  Commissioner 
Abbott  Washburn  In  which  Commissioner 
Benjamin  O.  Hooks  Joins,  Is  filed  as  part  of 
original  document. 


sis,  which  of  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 
cations  should  be  granted  in  order  to  best 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity.  In  making  such  a  deter¬ 
mination  the  following  factors  shall  be 
considered:1 

(a)  The  relative  merits  of  each  pro¬ 
posal  with  respect  to  efficient  frequency 
use; 

(b)  The  nature  of  the  services  and  fa¬ 
cilities  proposed,  and  whether  they  will 
satisfy  those  types  of  service  require¬ 
ments  that  are  likely  to  exist  or  be  de¬ 
veloped  in  the  Sacramento  area; 

(c)  The  anticipated  quality  and  reli¬ 
ability  of  the  service  proposed,  including 
installation  and  maintenance  programs; 

(d)  The  charges,  regulations,  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  service  to  be  rendered,  and 
the  relation  of  charges  to  the  costs  of 
services;  and 

(e)  The  managerial,  promotional,  and 
entrepreneurial  abilities  and  background 
of  the  applicants. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  Micro¬ 
band  Corporation  of  America,  Microwave 
Transmission  Corporation,  and  Delta 
Valley  Radiotelephone  Company,  In- 
rier  Bureau,  ARE  MADE  PARTIES  to 
this  proceeding. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  parties 
desiring  to  participate  herein  shall  file 
their  notices  of  appearance  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Section  1.221  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  - 

Adopted:  March  4, 1976. 

Released:  April  7,  1976. 

(seal!  Walter  R.  Hinchman, 
Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.76-10749  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

BALTIC  SHIPPING  CO.  (BSC)  AND  BLACK 
SEA  SHIPPING  CO.  (BLASCO) 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana.  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan. 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  within  20  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat- 


1  Consideration  of  these  factors  shall  be 
made  in  light  of  the  Commission’s  discussion 
In  Peabody  Telephone  Answering  Service,  et. 
al.,  66  FCC  2d  626  (1976). 
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ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vi¬ 
olation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  partic¬ 
ularity  the  acts  and  circumstances  said 
to  constitute  such  violation  or  detriment 
to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

John  J.  Haggerty,  Vice  President,  Norton, 

Lilly  &  Co.,  Inc.,  90  West  Street,  New  York, 

New  York  10006.  -• 

Agreement  No.  10187-1,  a  container 
Interchange  agreement  between  the 
above-named  parties,  amends  the  basic 
agreement  to  add  the  Par-Eastern  Ship¬ 
ping  Company  as  a  party  thereto  and  the 
trade  between  ports  in  the  United  States 
and  ports  in  the  Par  East  to  its  geo¬ 
graphic  scope. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  April  9,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10762  Piled  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


FAR  EAST  DISCUSSION  AGREEMENT 
Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814).  . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  within  20  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statements  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 


and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

H.  P.  Blok,  Secretary,  Agreement  No.  9981, 

417  Montgomery  Street,  San  Francisco, 

California  94104. 

Agreement  No.  9981-4,  entered  into  by 
23  U.S.  and  foreign  flag  common  carriers 
by  water,  is  an  application  on  behalf  of 
the  member  lines  of  the  Far  East  Dis¬ 
cussion  Agreement  for  an  extension  of 
the  authority  conferred  under  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  said  agreement  for  a 
period  of  one  year  beyond  the  present 
expiration  date  of  June  20,  1976. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  April  9,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 


WESPAC  SHIPPING 

Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License;  Revocation 

On  April  1,  1976,  Wespac  Shipping,  800 
East  230th  Street,  Carson,  California 
90745,  voluntarily  surrendered  its  In¬ 
dependent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  Li¬ 
cense  No.  1686  for  revocation. 

By  virtue  of  authority  vested  in  me  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission  as  set 
forth  in  Manual  of  Orders,  Commission 
Order  No.  201.1  (Revised),  Section  5.01 
(b),  dated  June  30,  1975; 

It  is  ordered,  That  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  1686  is¬ 
sued  to  Wespac  Shipping,  be  and  is  here¬ 
by  revoked  effective  April  1,  1976,  with¬ 
out  prejudice  to  reapply  for  a  license 
in  the  future. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  upon  Wespac 
Shipping. 

Leroy  F.  Fuller, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Certification 
and  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.76-10764  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  RM75-14] 

NATURAL  GAS 
Jurisdictional  Sales,  Rates 

Order  Directing  Release  of  Staff 
Documents 

April  7,  1976. 

By  letter  dated  April  1,  1976,  Con¬ 
gressman  John  E.  Moss,  Chairman  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Oversight  and  Inves¬ 
tigations,  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce,  House  of  Represent¬ 
atives,  requested  that  Staff  draft  reports 
and  documents  identified  below  be  made 
available  to  the  Subcommittee,  together 
with  “All  intra-agency  written  com¬ 
ments  relating  to  either  of  the  above 
drafts.”  The  draft  reports  are  identified 
by  Congressman  Moss  as  follows:  “The 
first  and  second  draft  reports  of  the 
31 -lease  update  •  •  A  copy  of  the 


April  1st  letter  of  Congressman  Moss  is 
attached  to  this  order. 

The  requested  draft  Staff  reports  and 
documents  are  not  currently  a  part  of 
the  public  records  of  the  Commission,  as 
those  records  are  classified  according  to 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.36.  Being  Staff  level 
documents  of  a  draft  or  intra-agency 
memorandum  character,  18  CFR  1.36(c) 
(14),  in  a  proceeding  pending  before  the 
Commission  for  decisional  purposes,  the 
Commission  has  determined  that  they 
shall  not  be  made  available  publicly,  but 
that  copies  shall  be  made  available  to 
Congressman  Moss  in  the  manner  here¬ 
inafter  provided.  The  Commission’s 
Chief,  Bureau  of  Natural  Gas,  shall 
make  the  following  documents  available 
to  Congressman  Moss : 

(1)  Staff  Report  on  the  updated  31 
Lease  Investigation  (Draft  report  dated 
March  26, 1976) ; 

(2)  Staff  Report  on  the  updated  31 
Lease  Investigation  (Draft  report  up¬ 
dated)  ; 

(3)  Staff  Report  on  the  updated  31 
Lease  Investigation  (dated  February  11, 
1976)  and  attachments. 

(4)  All  intra-agency  written  com¬ 
ments,  if  any,  relating  to  the  foregoing 
Staff  Reports. 

In  releasing  these  documents  to  Con¬ 
gressman  Moss,  the  Commission  has  di¬ 
rected  its  General  Counsel  and  Solicitor 
to  lodge  a  copy  of  this  order  with  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
Fifth  Circuit.  That  Court,  on  July  30, 
1975,  in  Pennzoil  Company,  et  al.  v.  FPC, 
(CA5,  No.  75-2961),  entered  an  order 
staying  the  Commission’s  publication  of 
the  data  obtained  in  its  investigation  of 
the  31  offshore  leases.  The  operative 
language  of  the  Court’s  order  is  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

The  data  which  is  the  subject  matter  of  this 
controversy  shall  be  held  in  the  strictest 
confidence  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
pending  any  further  order  of  this  Court. 

The  Commission  recognizes  that  the 
July  30th  order  of  the  Court  is  not  di¬ 
rected  to  the  Congress,  but  rather  to  the 
Commission.  The  Commission  has  been 
advised  by  its  General  Counsel  that  it 
should  not  interpret  the  Court’s  order  of 
July  30th,  as  foreclosing  an  exercise  of 
the  Commission’s  discretion  to  release 
the  aforesaid  Staff  documents,  which 
contain  aggregated  data  and  Staff  level 
conclusions,  to  Congressman  Moss,  as 
Chairman  of  the  House  Subcommittee 
on  Oversight  and  Investigations.  As 
drafted  the  Staff  reports  aggregate  in¬ 
vestigatory  data  submitted  by  various 
reporting  entities,  and  do  not  disclose 
individual  company  statistics  identifi¬ 
able  by  individual  reporting  company. 

Subsequent  to  the  action  of  the  Court 
of  Appeals  in  Pennzoil,  supra,  that  Court 
in  Continental  Oil  Corporation  v.  FPC, 
519  F.  2d  31,  36,  considered  the  question 
of  disclosure  of  similar  confidential  data 
and  ruled  that : 

*  •  •  [a]n  Impersonal  disclosure  of  the 
data  filed  will  protect  both  [public  and  pri¬ 
vate]  interests.  We  leave  to  FPC  discretion 
the  details  of  implementing  public  disclosure 
which  will  accord  with  these  views. 
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A  copy  of  tills  order  shall  be  served 
by  the  Commission’s  Secretary  upon  all 
respondent  parties  in  the  above  entitled 
matter  and  Congressman  Moss.  In  lodg¬ 
ing  a  copy  of  this  order  with  the  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  Fifth  Circuit  and  in 
completing  the  delivery  of  the  aforesaid 
Staff  documents  to  Congressman  Moss 
within  one  business  day  following  the 
issuance  of  this  order,  any  affected  party 
which  may  seek  to  make  any  represen¬ 
tation  to  the  Court,  shall  have  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  do  so,  consistent  with  our  rep¬ 
resentations  to  the  Court. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  15  USC  717,  et  seq., 
particularly  717o,  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  18  CFR 
1.1,  et  seq.,  particularly  1.36,  to  order  as 
hereinafter  provided. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The  Com¬ 
mission’s  Chief,  Bureau  of  Natural  Gas, 
shall  deliver  to  Congressman  Moss,  one 
copy  of  each  of  the  staff  documents  as 
referred  to  in  the  recitals  above,  such 
delivery  to  be  completed  as  of  4:00  P.M. 
EST  April  8, 1976. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  the  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10773  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8851] 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Tariff  Change 

April  7,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Alabama  Power  Com¬ 
pany  on  March  15,  1976  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  in  its  FPC 
Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1. 
The  proposed  change  to  the  tariff  gives 
notice  that  the  Company  Intends  to  con¬ 
vert  the  East  Gate  Delivery  Point  of  the 
Pea  River  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 
served  by  the  Company  under  FPC  Rate 
Schedule  No.  127  under  contract  to  the 
tariff  on  April  18, 1976. 

After  conversion  to  the  tariff  on 
April  18,  1976,  the  applicable  rate  for  the 
East  Gate  Delivery  Point  of  the  Pea 
River  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  will  be 
Revision  No.  1 — Rate  Schedule  REA-1 
Incorporated  in  FPC  Electric  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1,  of  Alabama 
Power  Company  as  allowed  to  become 
effective,  subject  to  refund,  by  Commis¬ 
sion  Order  dated  September  12,  1974  In 
FPC  Docket  No.  E-8851. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Pea  River  Electric  Cooperative.  Inc.  and 
its  attorneys  of  record  in  FPC  Docket  No. 
E-8851. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 


1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  26, 1976. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10786  Filed  4-13-76:8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  ER76-396] 

BANGOR  HYDRO  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Revised  Fuel  Clause,  Granting  Interven¬ 
tions,  Ordering  Refunds  and  Additional 
Data  and  Establishing  Hearing 

April  7,  1976. 

On  December  29,  1975,  Bangor  Hydro- 
Electric  Company  (Bangor)  tendered  for 
filing  a  revised  fuel  cost  adjustment 
clause  in  purported  compliance  with 
Commission  Order  No.  517.  The  pro¬ 
posed  clause  was  to  be  applied  to 
Bangor’s  six  customers  served  under  its 
E-l  Rate.*  By  letter  dated  January  27, 
1976,  Bangor  was  advised  that  its  filing 
was  deficient  in  certain  respects.  Bangor 
submitted  additional  information  in¬ 
tended  to  cure  such  deficiency  on 
March  8,  1976.  Bangor  requests  that  the 
Commission  waive  its  notice  require¬ 
ments  under  the  Regulations  and  permit 
the  revised  fuel  clause  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  September  1,  1974.  For  the 
reasons  discussed  herein,  Bangor’s  re¬ 
quest  for  waiver  will  be  denied  and  its 
revised  fuel  adjustment  clause  filing  will 
be  accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for 
one  day  to  become  effective  subject  to 
refund  as  of  April  9, 1976. 

Notice  of  Bangor’s  initial  submittal  was 
Issued  on  January  7,  1976,  with  com¬ 
ments,  protests  and  petitions  to  intervene 
due  on  or  before  January  19, 1976.  Notice 
of  Bangor's  supplemental  filing  was 
issued  on  March  15,  1976,  with  any  re¬ 
sponses  due  on  or  before  March  30,  1976. 

On  January  19,  1976,  Swans  Island 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (Swans  Island) 
filed  a  letter  protesting  Bangor’s  request 
that  its  proposed  fuel  adjustment  clause 
be  made  effective  as  of  September  1, 
1974.  Swans  Island  states  that  for  the 
fifteen  month  period  from  September  1, 
1974  to  November  30,  1975,  Swans  Island 
has  paid  an  excess  of  6.5  percent  of  its 
total  fuel  adjustment  charges  to  Bangor 
over  that  collectible  under  the  rates  on 
file.  Swans  Island  adds  that  the  proposed 
increase  is  excessive  and  that  Bangor 
should  be  required  to  refund  to  its  whole¬ 
sale  customers  all  sums  collected  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  its  rates  on  file. 

On  January  19,  1976,  Eastern  Maine 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (Eastern 
Maine)  filed  a  petition  to  intervene  in  the 
instant  preceding  stating  that  it  pur¬ 
chases  power  at  wholesale  fronS  Bangor 


1  See  Appendix  A  for  list  of  customers  and 
rate  schedule  designations. 


and  that  its  Interests  are  not  represented 
by  any  other  party  to  this  proceeding. 

Bangor  states  that  as  of  September  1, 
1974,  it  has  been  collecting  revenues  un¬ 
der  the  proposed  fuel  clause,  rather  than 
under  the  fuel  clause  currently  on  file 
with  the  Commission.  In  response  to  the 
Commission’s  letter  requesting  billing 
data  under  the  present  and  proposed 
clauses,  the  company  has  not  provided 
actual  data  for  the  present  clause  but 
assumed  constant  Btu  per  kWh  factors 
for  each  unit  and  derived  monthly  factors 
for  the  existing  clause  that  it  states  are 
reasonably  accurate.  Bangor  estimates 
that  the  proposed  fuel  clause  resulted  in 
an  increase  in  revenues  of  $57,940.59  for 
the  12 -month  period  from  September  1, 
1974,  to  August  31,  1075.  The  company 
further  estimates  that  the  proposed  fuel 
clause  resulted  in  a  decrease  in  revenue  of 
$5,230.36  during  the  period  from  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1975,  to  February  29,  1976.  The  in¬ 
crease  in  the  amount  of  fuel  charges  col¬ 
lected  is  $52,710.23  for  the  period  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1974,  to  the  present,  which 
represents  a  13.2  percent  increase  based 
on  an  estimated  fuel  adjustment  revenue 
of  $398,000  from  sales  for  resale  cus¬ 
tomers  during  this  period  under  the  filed 
rate  schedule. 

Bangor  has  submitted  estimated  reve¬ 
nue  data  for  the  proposed  fuel  clause 
under  which  it  has  been  billing  since 
September  1974  and  has  replied  on  other 
procedures  which  are  ambiguous  and 
may  be  inappropriate.  Further,  Bangor 
has  not  explained  its  failure  to  submit 
for  filing  the  subject  fuel  clause  within 
the  past  year  and  one-half,  nor  shown 
good  cause  which  would  justify  waiver  of 
our  notice  requirements;  and  therefore, 
Bangor’s  request  for  waiver  and  a  retro¬ 
active  effective  date  will  be  denied.  The 
proposed  fuel  adjustment  clause  has  not 
been  shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful.  Accordingly,  Bangor’s  ten¬ 
dered  filing  which  was  completed  on 
March  8,  1976,  will  be  accepted  for  filing 
and  suspended  for  one  day,  the  use 
thereof  deferred  until  April  9,  1976,  and 
hearing  procedures  will  be  established  to 
determine  its  justness  and  reasonable¬ 
ness.  Moreover,  Bangor  will  be  required 
to  refund  with  interest  all  amounts  col¬ 
lected  heretofore  above  what  would  have 
been  collected  under  the  filed  rate  from 
September  1,  1974.  Bangor  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  monthly  data  for  the 
period  September  1, 1974  through  April  9, 
1976,  showing  computation  of  the  fuel 
adjustment  revenues  under  the  filed  rate 
and  as  billed  for  each  wholesale  cus¬ 
tomer. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  accept  for  filing  Bangor’s  pro¬ 
posed  fuel  adjustment  clause  and  to  sus¬ 
pend  it  for  one  day  until  April  9,  1976, 
when  it  shall  become  effective  subject  to 
refund. 

(2)  It  Is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  Interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  a  hearing  concerning  the  lawful- 
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of  the  monthly  data  for  the  period 
September  1,  1974  through  April  9,  1976, 
showing  the  computation  of  the  fuel  ad¬ 
justment  revenues  under  the  filed  rate 
and  as  billed  for  each  customer  for  that 
period. 


(H)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


BANGOB 

Customer 

Stonington  &  Deer  Isle  Light  Co.. 

Maine  Public  Service  Co _ 

Lubec  Water  &  Electric  District _ 

Union  River  Electric  Cooperative, 
Inc. 

Eastern  Maine  Electric  Cooperative, 
Inc. 

Swans  Island  Electric  Cooperative. 


Appendix  A 

HYDRO  ELECTRIC  COMPANY 

Designation 

Supp.  No.  4  to  rate  schedule  PPC  No.  1  (supersedes 
supp.  No.  1). 

Supp.  No.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  2  (supersedes 
supp.  No.  1). 

Supp.  No.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  4  (supersedes 
supp.  No.  1). 

Supp.  No.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  5  (supersedes 
supp.  No.  1). 

Supp.  No.  4  to  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  7  (supersedes 
supp.  No.  1). 


[FR  Doc.76-10790  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


ness  of  Bangor’s  fuel  cost  adjustment 
clause. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  allow  Peti¬ 
tioners  to  Intervene  In  this  proceeding. 

(4)  Bangor  shall  refund,  within  60 
days  of  the  date  of  issuance  of  this  order, 
all  amounts  heretofore  collected,  with 
interest  at  9%  per  annum,  under  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  above  what  would  have  been 
collected  under  the  filed  rate  from  Sep¬ 
tember  1, 1974. 

(5)  Bangor  shall  submit,  within  60 
days  of  the  date  of  issuance  of  this  order, 
a  report  of  the  monthly  data  for  the 
period  September  1, 1974  through  April  9, 
1976,  showing  the  computation  of  the 
fuel  adjustment  revenues  under  the  filed 
rate  and  as  billed  for  each  wholesale 
customer  for  that  period. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  particularly  Sections  205  and  206 
thereof,  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure,  and  the  Regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act  (18  CFR 
Chapter  1) ,  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  Bangor’s 
fuel  cost  adjustment  clause  as  proposed 
to  be  revised  herein. 

(B)  Pending  a  hearing  and  final  de¬ 
cision  thereon,  Bangor’s  proposed  rate 
schedule  changes  as  designated  in  the 
attached  Appendix,  shall  be  accepted  for 
filing  and  suspended  for  one  day,  to  be¬ 
come  effective  April  9,  1976,  subject  to 
refund. 

(C)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose, 
(see  Delegation  of  Authority,  13  CFR  3.5 
(d) ) ,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in  this 
proceeding,  with  authority  to  establish 
and  change  all  procedural  dates,  and  to 
rule  on  all  motions  (with  the  exception 
of  petitions  to  intervene,  motions  to  con¬ 
solidate  and  sever,  and  motions  to  dis¬ 
miss,  as  provided  for  in  the  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure) . 

(D)  Hie  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  shall  preside  at  the  initial 
conference  in  this  proceeding  to  be  held 
on  April  30,  1976,  at  9:30  A.M..  at  the 
offices  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426. 

(E)  Petitioners  are  hereby  permitted 
to  intervene  in  this  proceeding,  subject 
to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission;  Provided,  however,  that  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  such  intervenors  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  the  rights 
and  Interests  specifically  set  forth  in 
their  petition  to  intervene;  and  Provided, 
further,  that  the  admission  of  such  in¬ 
tervenors  shall  not  be  construed  as  recog¬ 
nition  that  they  might  be  aggrieved  be¬ 
cause  of  any  order  or  orders  issued  by 
the  Commission  in  this  proceeding. 

(F)  Bangor  is  hereby  ordered  to  re¬ 
fund  within  60  days  of  the  date  of  issu¬ 
ance  of  this  order,  all  amounts  heretofore 
collected,  with  Interest  of  9%  per  annum, 
under  the  proposed  rate  above  what 
would  have  been  collected  under  the  filed 
rate  from  September  1,  1974. 

(G)  Bangor  shall  submit,  within  60 
days  of  issuance  of  this  order,  a  report 


[Docket  No.  ER76— 583} 

CENTRAL  LOUISIANA  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Unit  Capacity  Sale 

April  7,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  29,  1976, 
Central  Louisiana  Electric  Company 
(CLECO)  tendered  for  filing  a  letter 
agreement  dated  December  28,  1973  cov¬ 
ering  the  sale  of  150  MW  of  Unit  Capa¬ 
city  and  scheduled  energy  to  Southwes¬ 
tern  Electric  Power  Company  (SWEP- 
CO)  for  twelve  (12)  months  beginning 
June  1,  1976.  CLECO  states  that  SWEP- 
CO  desires  to  purchase  the  capacity  and 
energy  for  its  system  needs  and  CLECO 
agrees  to  provide  the  required  capacity 
and  scheduled  energy  from  its  newest 
generating  unit  and  that  the  agreement 
enabling  the  alternate  use  of  existing 
generating  facilities  by  the  parties  will 
benefit  both  systems.  Deliveries  will  be 
made  over  existing  interconnection  fa¬ 
cilities  established  under  the  Agreement 
for  Interconnected  Operation  between 
CLECO  and  SWEPCO  designated  as 
CLECO  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  4  and 
as  SWEPCO  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  59. 

CLECO  has  mailed  a  copy  of  the 
contents  of  this  filing  to  SWEPCO. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  April  26,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of 
this  filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10785  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

[Docket  No.  RP76-76] 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 

April  7,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Company  (CIG),  on  March  31,  1976, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1.  The  proposed  rates  would 
increase  revenues  from  jurisdictional 
sales  and  service  by  approximately  $14 
million  over  rates  presently  being  col¬ 
lected  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No. 
RP75-86,  inclusive  of  certain  PGA  ad¬ 
justments  through  December  31,  1975. 
The  proposed  increase  is  based  on  the 
twelve-month  period  ended  December 
31,  1975,  adjusted  for  known  and  meas¬ 
urable  changes  which  will  occur  within 
the  nine  months  subsequent  to  that  date, 
as  provided  for  in  the  Commission’s 
Regulations.  CIG  proposes  that  the  sub¬ 
ject  rates  become  effective  on  May  1, 
1976. 

CIG  states  that  the  jurisdictional 
rates  filed  herewith  are  designed  to  en¬ 
able  CIG  to  recover  increases  in  its  ju¬ 
risdictional  cost  of  service  attributable 
primarily  to  additional  facilities,  addi¬ 
tional  advances  for  gas  supplies,  in¬ 
creased  labor  and  other  operating  costs, 
an  increase  in  depreciation  rates,  and 
increased  return  and  related  income  tax 
requirements. 

Copies  of  CIG’s  filing  have  been  served 
on  CIG’s  jurisdictional  customers  and 
interested  public  bodies. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  April  28,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
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file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10781  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  amj 


[Docket  No.  CP76-300] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Application 

April  8, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  12,  1976, 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Texas 
79978,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76-300  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  two  meter  facilities 
and  three  tap  facilities  and  the  natural 
gas  service  rendered  by  means  thereof 
from  Applicant’s  interstate  natural  gas 
system,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  seeks  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  to  abandon  the  following  facili¬ 
ties: 

(a)  The  Clausen  No.  2  meter  station, 
serving  the  distributor,  Magma  Natural 
Gas  Company,  located  in  Pinal  County, 
Arizona.  Applicant  states  that  it  has  been 
advised  by  Magma  that,  due  to  the  ces¬ 
sation  of  farming  activity,  gas  service  at 
this  meter  station  is  no  longer  required. 

(b)  The  Four  Corners  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  meter  station,  serving  Shell  Oil 
Company,  located  in  San  Juan  County, 
Utah.  Applicant  states  that  due  to  sev¬ 
eral  years  of  inactivity  and  in  order  to 
eliminate  unnecessary  expenses,  it,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  its  agreement  with  Shell 
Oil  Company,  elected  to  terminate  such 
agreement,  effective  May  29,  1975. 

(c)  The  Peyton  Packing  Company  tap 
serving  Southern  Union  Gas  Company 
(Southern  Union),  located  in  El  Paso 
County,  Texas.  Applicant  states  that 
Southern  Union  has  notified  Applicant 
that  service  at  said  tap  is  no  longer  re¬ 
quired  inasmuch  as  it  has  not  been  util¬ 
ized  for  some  time  and  is  no  longer  es¬ 
sential  for  maintaining  stability  within 
its  distribution  system. 

(d)  The  Saiz  Lane  tap,  serving  South¬ 
ern  Union,  located  in  San  Juan  County, 
New  Mexico.  Applicant  states  that  it  has 
been  notified  by  Southern  Union  that 
gas  volumes  provided  at  the  Saiz  Lane 
tap  are  no  longer  required  from  Appli¬ 
cant  due  to  Southern  Union’s  extension 
of  its  own  distribution  system  in  the  City 
of  Bloomfield,  New  Mexico. 

(e)  The  Todd-Corbell  tap,  serving  Ari¬ 
zona  Public  Service  Company  (APS» ,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Maricopa  County,  Arizona.  It  is 
6aid  that  Applicant  and  APS  have  agreed 
that  service  at  this  site  Is  no  longer  re¬ 
quired  since  the  residence  of  the  land¬ 
owner-customer  involved  has  been  de¬ 
molished  to  make  room  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  shopping  center. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 


application  should  on  or  before  April  29, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  permission 
and  approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  are  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .76  10778  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO.  AND 
NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

[Docket  No.  CP74-314,  CP76-3271 

Order  Deferring  Action  on  Request  To  Show 
Cause,  Denying  Motions,  and  Permitting 
Interventions 

April  8, 1976. 

On  June  3,  1974,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company  (El  Paso)  filed  a  complaint 
pursuant  to  Section  1.6  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
that  various  interest  owners  in  gas  leases 
in  the  San  Juan  Basin  area  are  demand¬ 
ing  increased  payments  for  gas  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  Sections  4  and  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  El  Paso  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  issue  an  order  requiring  those 
interest  owners,  and  others  who  may  be 
affected,  to  show  cause  why  they  should 
not  be  required  to  file  rate  schedules  and 
obtain  certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  in  accordance  with  Sec¬ 
tions  4  and  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

El  Paso  states  that  the  subject  inter¬ 
ests  were  created  under  contracts  en¬ 
tered  into  between  the  interest  owners 
or  their  predecessors-in-interest  and  El 
Paso  in  the  early  and  middle  1950’s. 
Under  these  contracts,  called  Oil  and 


Gas  Lease  Sale  Agreements,  El  Paso  ob¬ 
tained  gas  producing  acreage  and,  in  re¬ 
turn,  the  persons  transferring  the  acre¬ 
age  reserved  Interests  denominated  in 
the  contracts  as  an  “overriding  royalty’’ 
or  as  a  “production  payment”.  According 
to  El  Paso’s  complaint,  the  owners  of 
these  interests  have  received  regular  pay¬ 
ments  on  an  Mcf  basis  when  and  as  the 
gas  has  been  produced. 

El  Paso  alleges  that  in  1973,  one  of 
the  interest  holders,  the  Sun  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  (Sun)  demanded  an  increase  in  the 
rate  it  was  then  being  paid  of  10  cents  per 
Mcf.  When  El  Paso  and  Sun  were  unable 
to  agree  upon  a  new  rate.  Sun  invoked 
the  arbitration  provisions  of  the  contract 
and  obtanied  an  arbitration  award  of 
40  cents  per  Mcf.  Thereafter,  El  Paso 
states,  other  interest  owners,  learning  of 
the  Sun  award,  have  demanded  arbitra¬ 
tion,  have  sought  favored  nations’  treat¬ 
ment,  or  have  invoked  other  types  of 
price  protection  mechanisms  contained 
in  the  contracts.  El  Paso  had  refused  to 
accede  to  these  demands,  and  litigation 
instituted  by  certain  interest  holders, 
including  Sun,  as  well  as  by  El  Paso  has 
resulted. 

El  Paso  filed  four  separate  suits  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  (since  consolidated  and 
transferred  to  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Texas, 
Midland-Odessa  Division)  seeking  to  en¬ 
join  certain  interest  owners  from  de¬ 
manding  and  collecting  amounts  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  a  rate  determined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  be  fair  and  reasonable  upon  ref¬ 
erence  to  this  Commission  by  the  Court.1 
El  Paso  filed  a  subsequent  motion  with 
the  Court  for  an  order  of  reference  to 
this  Commission  on  grounds  of  primary 
jurisdiction,  citing  J.M.  Huber  Corp.  v. 
Denman,  367  F.  2d  104  (5th  Cir.  1966* 
and  Weymouth  v.  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Co.,  367  F.  2d  84  (5th  Cir.  1966). 
Meanwhile,  El  Paso  and  Northwest  Pipe 
Line  Corporation  (Northwest)  sought  au¬ 
thority  from  this  Commission  to  impose 
higher  rates  on  their  customers  to  re¬ 
coup  the  amount  of  their  potential  lia¬ 
bility  for  the  increased  overriding  royal¬ 
ty  payments.  Pending  a  decision  on  the 
jurisdictional  issue  El  Paso  is  now  col¬ 
lecting,  subject  to  refund,  amounts  from 
its  customers  it  is  paying  overriding 
royalty  owners  pursuant  to  a  settlement 
agreement.  In  Docket  Nos.  RP74-22,  filed 
September  24, 1973,  El  Paso  sought  to  im¬ 
pose  a  surcharge  on  its  customers  in 
order  to  amortize  the  estimated  potential 
liability  of  almost  $28  million  for 
amounts  attributable  to  purchases. of  gas 
during  a  period,  January  5,  1973,  to  July 
9,  1974.  Northwest  sought  like  rate  au¬ 
thority  in  Docket  No.  RP74— 23  to  collect 
in  its  rates  an  estimated  potential  lia- 


» El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Sun  Oil  Co., 
et  al.,  Civil  Action  No.  1761-73,  filed  Septem¬ 
ber  14,  1973;  El  Paso  Natural  'Gas  Co.  v. 
Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  Civil  Action  No.  1780- 
73,  filed  September  18,  1973;  El  Paso  Natural 
Gas  Co.  v.  Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  Civil  Action  No. 
1818-73,  filed  September  24, 1973;  and  El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Tenneco  Co.,  et  al..  Civil 
Action  No.  1824-73,  filed  September  26,  1973. 
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bility  of  almost  $5  million  for  the  period 
January  5,  1973,  to  September  30,  1974, 
a  portion  of  which  would  be  paid  over  to 
El  Paso  to  meet  its  potential  liabilities 
with  respect  to  the  Northwest  system  for 
the  period  prior  to  divesture.  A  hearing 
was  ordered  on  the  issue  in  those  two 
consolidated  dockets. 

After  hearings  in  consolidated  Docket 
Nos.  RP74-22  and  RP74-23,  an  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge’s  decision  on  August 
28. 1 974,  denied  the  request  that  the  com¬ 
panies  collect  those  amounts  prior  to  de¬ 
termination  of  liability. 

On  January  10,  1974,  El  Paso  filed  a 
general  rate  increase  in  Docket  No. 
ft P7 4-57,  which  was  suspended  until 
July  10,  1974.  The  rates  included  an  al¬ 
lowance  for  its  alleged  increased  over¬ 
riding  royalty  payments.  However,  on 
July  15,  1974  (52  FPC  101)  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  motion  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  California,  required  that 
EH  Paso  file  revised  tariff  sheets  elimi¬ 
nating  from  its  rates  any  amounts  re¬ 
lated  to  increased  overriding  royalty  pay¬ 
ments,  which  had  not  been  paid  by  El 
Paso  prior  to  the  end  of  the  nine-month 
adjustment  period. 

On  October  30,  1974,  El  Paso  filed  a 
motion  pursuant  to  a  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  that  it  be  permitted  to  collect  for 
the  period  from  June  1,  1974,  amounts 
representing  the  increased  royalties  it 
had  settled  upon  of  40  cents  per  Mcf 
from  June  1,  1974,  subject  to  redeter¬ 
mination  each  June  1.  to  7  cents  less 
than  the  highest  Commission  approved 
rate  in  the  area  of  El  Paso’s  pipeline.  No 
liability  would  remain  for  El  Paso’s  sys¬ 
tem  for  amounts  prior  to  June  1,  1974. 
The  settlement  reduced  the  issue  in  the 
consolidated  Docket  Nos.  RP74-22  and 
RP74-23  to  that  in  Docket  No.  RP74-23 
for  consideration  of  the  Northwest  lease 
agreements  pending  further  settlement 
discussions. 

On  November  29,  1974,  we  permitted 
the  tariff  sheets  filed  with  El  Paso’s 
October  30,  1974,  motion  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  subject  to  refund  on  December  2, 
1974,  after  a  1  day  suspension,  pending 
further  order  of  the  Commission.  By 
orders  dated  February  24,  1975,  and 
March  19,  1975,  the  Commission  also 
permitted  El  Paso  to  collect  an  amorti¬ 
zation  charge,  subject  to  refund,  from 
April  2,  1975,  to  September  30,  1975,  for 
overriding  royalty  payments  for  the 
period  July  10,  1974,  through  December 
1,  1974.  A  petition  for  rehearing  and  stay 
of  the  November  29,  1974,  order  filed  by 
California  on  December  30,  1974,  was  de¬ 
nied  by  order  of  January  29,  1975,  noting 
it  is  now  appropriate  for  El  Paso  to  col¬ 
lect  those  amounts  in  its  rates  subject 
to  refund  because  the  increased  royalty 
amounts  are  actually  being  paid. 

Also  on  November  29, 1974,  we  accepted 
a  rate  filing  of  Northwest  in  Docket  Nos. 
RP74-95  and  RP74-49.  Following  the  El 
Paso  order  of  July  15,  1974,  we  required 
Northwest  to  eliminate  from  its  rates 
amounts  related  to  increased  overriding 
royalty  payments.  Contemporaneously 
with  the  present  order  we  are  issuing  an 
order  in  RP74-22  and  RP24-23  denying 


proposed  rate  increases  for  contingent 
overriding  royalty  payments  on  the 
ground  that  they  are  not  actually  being 
paid. 

El  Paso’s  complaint  In  Docket  No. 
CP74-314  alleges  that  the  interest  hold¬ 
ers  now  making  demands  want  full  well¬ 
head  value  for  the  gas  produced  under 
the  agreements.  El  Paso  states  that  the 
controlling  question  for  the  Commission 
is  whether  or  not  the  contractual  ar¬ 
rangements  between  the  parties  amount 
in  economic  reality  to  sales  of  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  for  resale  subject  to 
the  Commission’s  regulatory  authority 
when  the  interest  holders  demand  pay¬ 
ment  on  a  unit  amount  per  Mcf  when  and 
as  the  gas  is  produced  which  compen¬ 
sates  them  in  an  amount  equal  to  the 
highest  price  that  can  be  obtained  with¬ 
out  regard  to  federal  regulation. 

Notice  of  the  Complaint  was  issued  on 
June  20,  1974,  and  clarified  on  June  28, 
1974,  setting  July  19, 1974,  as  the  date  by 
w’hich  petitions  to  intervene,  protests  and 
anwsers  to  the  complaint  were  to  be  filed. 
By  Notice  of  August  22,  1974,  that  date 
was  extended  to  September  3,  1974. 

Petitions  to  Intervene,  some  together 
with  answers,  wrere  timely  filed  by  the 
following  persons:  American  Petrofina 
Company,  Arizona  Public  Service  Com¬ 
pany,  Atlantic  Richfield  Company,  Con¬ 
tinental  Oil  Company,  Crown  Central 
Petroleum  Company,  Delta  Drilling  Com¬ 
pany,  MAPCO,  Inc.,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Morris 
Mitzel,  Mobil  Oil  Corporation,  Mountain 
Fuel  Supply  Company,  Northwest,  Pacific 
Gas  &  Electric  Company,  Salt  River 
Project  Agricultural  Improvement  and 
Power  District,  Southern  California  Gas 
Company,  Southwest  Gas  Corporation, 
Sun  Oil  Company,  Tenneco,  Inc.,  and 
William  G.  Webb,  et  al .*  The  inter¬ 
ests  of  petitioners  may  be  affected  by 
the  instant  proceeding  and  their  in¬ 
terests  are  not  adequately  represented 
by  any  other  party  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  We  believe  their  participation  may 
be  in  the  public  interest. 

.  Notices  of  Intervention  were  timely 
filed  by  State  of  California  and  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Utility  Commission  of  the  State  of 
California,  jointly,  the  State  of  Colorado, 
and  the  Public  Utility  Commission  of 
Oregon. 

Answers  and/or  protests  were  received 
by  the  following  persons  who  did  not  re¬ 
quest  intervention:  Anderson  Construc¬ 
tion  Company,  Inc.,  Blackwood  and 
Nichols  Company,  A.  V.  Jones  Company, 
W.  Watson  La  Force,  Jr.,  Estate  of  W.  C. 


*  The  persons  Included  therein  are :  Ander¬ 
son  Construction  Company,  Inc.,  Benson- 
Montln-Greer  Drilling  Corp.,  Tom  Bolack, 
Oliver  Benson,  Albert  R.  Greer,  Mary  Eddy 
Jones,  Edna  Fern  Benson,  Walter  Benson, 
Charlene  K.  Greer,  Mary  E.  Jones  and  The 
First  National  Bank  &  Trust  Company  of 
Oklahoma  City,  Trustees  U/W  of  F.  Jones, 
Late  Oil  Company,  A.  C.  Montln,  Jr.,  William 
V.  Montln,  Oklahoma  and  Northwestern 
Company,  J.  Glenn  Turner,  Sue  Reeder 
Turner  Trust,  Barbara  Ann  Brass,  O.  J.  Lilly, 
Barbara  Irene  McConnell,  Charles  Albert 
Greer,  Huerfanlto  Drilling  Company,  Inc., 
Frank  A.  Schultz,  and  La  Plata  Gathering 
System,  Inc. 


McMahon,  Producing  Royalties,  Inc., 
Homer  R.  Stasney,  Union  Oil  Company, 
of  California,  and  Jacqueline  M.  Wil¬ 
liams.  A  late  answer  was  filed  by  Robert 
Beamon,  et  al.,  including  Tom  L.  Hail, 
Trustee  and  Pattie  Ann  Beamon  Lundell. 
Such  responses  although  not  sufficient  to 
make  them  parties  to  the  proceeding  are 
being  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  by  the  Commission.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  staff  filed  comments  in  opposition  to 
the  complaint  on  July  19, 1974.s 

Subsequently  on  December  12,  1975, 
Northwest  filed  a  supplemental  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  pointing  out  that 
there  are  twelve  agreements  applicable 
to  seven  royalty  owners  which,  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  divestiture  of  Northwest  from 
El  Paso,  have  been  assigned  to  North¬ 
west  and  which  provide  for  special  over¬ 
riding  royalty  interest  payments  on 
Northwest’s  system.  The  agreements 
subject  to  price  increases  are  those 
between  Northwest  and  Mobil  Oil 
Corporation  (Mobile),  Amoco  Produc¬ 
tion  Company  (Amoco),  Phillips  Petro¬ 
leum  Company  (Phillips),  and  Atlantic 
Richfield  Company,  (Arco).  Northwest 
asks  that  the  Commission  include  not 
only  Mobil  (who  is  an  intervenor)  but 
also  Amoco,  Arco  and  Phillips  as  re¬ 
spondents  in  any  show  cause  proceeding. 

Amoco  answered  Northwest  on  De¬ 
cember  22, 1975,  pointing  out  that  North- 
west  had  not  filed  a  complaint  and  argu¬ 
ing  that  there  was  no  need  for  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  Amoco  and  others  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  Rather  the  proper  forum  was  the 
District  Court  for  the  City  and  County 
of  Denver  and  State  of  Colorado,  Amoco 
Production  Company  v.  El  Paso  Natural 
Gas  Company  and  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corporation.  Civil  Action  No.  C-58005.  In 
view  of  our  action  below  we  will  not  rule 
now  on  this  matter.  The  numerous  roy¬ 
alty  owners  listed  by  El  Paso  in  its  com¬ 
plaint  are  not  being  joined  at  this  time  as 
parties  and  therefore  the  patries  sug¬ 
gested  by  Northwest  should  not  be  added 
at  this  stage,  although  applications  for 
intervention  shall  be  considered.  North¬ 
west’s  supplemental  petition,  however, 
will  be  considered  as  though  it  had  filed 
a  complaint  similar  to  that  of  El  Paso. 

Several  responses  move  for  dismissal 
of  El  Paso’s  complaint  for  lack  of  au¬ 
thority  to  file  the  complaint.4  They  argue 
that  although  the  complaint  was  filed 
pursuant  to  Section  1.6  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  authorizing  the  filing  of  a 
complaint  by  “Any  person”.  Section  13  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  15  U.S.C.  Sec.  717 
(1),  does  not  provide  for  the  filing  of 
a  complaint  by  “Any  person”  but  only  by 
a  state,  municipality  or  State  commis¬ 
sion.  They  point  out  to  the  contrary  that 
the  Federal  Power  Act  permits  a  com¬ 
plaint  to  be  filed  by  “Any  person,  state, 


*  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  filed  on 
September  3,  1974,  a  timely  response  to  the 
Staff’s  comments. 

4  Similar  motions  for  dismissal  on  these 
grounds  were  filed  by  Mary  Eddy  Jones,  et 
&1„  Jacqueline  M.  Williams,  Blackwood  A 
Nichols  Oo.,  and  William  V.  Montln  with 
A.  C.  Montln,  Jr. 
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municipality  or  state  commission.”  Sec¬ 
tion  306,  16  U.S.C.,  Sec.  825(e). 

We  do  not  find  this  argument  signifi¬ 
cant.  We  construe  El  Paso’s  filing  as 
properly  bringing  to  the  Commission’s 
attention  facts,  conditions,  practices,  or 
matters  which  may  be  the  subject  of  a 
Commission  investigation  pursuant  to 
Section  14  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  (15 
U.S.C.  §  717m)  That  Section  provides 
that  the  Commission  may  permit  any 
person  to  file  with  it  a  statement  as  to 
any  or  all  facts  and  circumstances  con¬ 
cerning  a  matter  which  may  be  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  investigation.  EH  Paso  filed  such 
statement  pursuant  to  our  Rules. 

The  next  question  raised  by  El  Paso's 
filing  is  whether  this  Commission  has 
jurisdiction  to  rule  upon  the  jurisdic¬ 
tional  issue  raised  by  El  Paso  when  liti¬ 
gation  involving  the  same  question  is 
pending  in  a  Court.  This  is  not  a  question 
of  primary  jurisdiction;  however  it  is  a 
matter  which  the  Commission,  acting 
pursuant  to  its  regulatory  responsibility 
over  producer  sales,  may  properly  con¬ 
sider,  Ashland  Oil  &  Refining  Co.  v. 
F.P.C.,  421  F.  2d  17  (6th  Cir.  1970). 

Review  of  El  Paso’s  filing  discloses  that 
several  areas  for  further  factual  inquiry 
may  be  necessary.  Consequently,  we  could 
initiate  a  proceeding  pursuant  to  Section 
14  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  determine 
whether  the  various  interest  owners  in 
gas  leases  in  the  San  Juan  Basin  area 
should  be  held  subject  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Sections  4  and  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  However,  we  are  cognizant  that 
the  proceedings  listed  above  brought  in 
the  United  States  District  Court,  now  in 
the  Western  District  of  Texas,  have  been 
in  litigation  for  some  two  and  one-half 
years  and  may  be  nearing  completion. 
Both  proceedings  before  the  Court  and 
this  Commission  concern  the  validity  of 
the  overriding  royalties,  and  it  would  not 
contribute  to  an  orderly  resolution  of  the 
issues  if  at  this  stage  the  Commission 
commenced  a  separate  concurrent  pro¬ 
ceeding  without  benefit  of  the  District 
Court’s  decision.  We  shall  therefore  defer 
action  on  the  original  complaint  filed  by 
El  Paso  and  the  request  to  join  other 
parties  filed  by  Northwest,  pending  ac¬ 
tion  by  the  District  Court  in  Texas. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  de¬ 
sirable  in  the  public  interest  to  allow  the 
above-named  petitioners  to  intervene  in 
these  proceedings  in  order  that  they  may 
establish  the  facts  and  the  law  from 
which  the  nature  and  validity  of  their 
alleged  rights  and  interests  may  be  de¬ 
termined  and  show  what  further  action 
may  be  appropriate  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  in  the  administration  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
administration  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
that  action  on  the  complaint  of  El  Paso 
filed  June  3, 1974,  and  the  filing  of  North¬ 
west  on  December  12,  1975,  be  deferred 
pending  action  by  the  United  States  Dis¬ 
trict  Court  for  the  Western  District  of 
Texas  in  the  proceedings  listed  above. 

(3)  The  motions  for  dismissal  of  El 
Paso’s  complaint  for  lack  of  authority  to 
file  the  complaint  should  be  denied. 


NOTICES 

The  Commission  orders:  <A>  The 
above-named  petitioners  are  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  these  proceedings 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission :  Provided,  however,  that 
participation  of  such  intervenors  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  interests  as  specifically  set 
forth  in  said  petitions  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene;  and  provided,  further,  that  the  ad¬ 
mission  of  such  intervenors  shall  not  be 
construed  as  recognition  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  they  might  be  aggrieved  be¬ 
cause  of  any  order  or  orders  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company 
and  Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation  shall 
serve  copies  of  their  filings  upon  the 
above-named  intervenors  promptly,  un¬ 
less  such  service  has  already  been 
effected. 

(C)  Docket  Nos.  CP74-314  and  CP76- 
327  are  hereby  consolidated  for  hearing 
and  disposition. 

(D)  Action  by  the  Commission  on  the 
complaint  of  El  Paso  and  the  filing  of 
Northwest  is  deferred  pending  action  by 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Western  District  of  Texas  in  the  proceed¬ 
ings  listed  above  and  pending  further  or¬ 
der  of  the  Commission. 

(E>  The  motions  for  dismissal  of  El 
Paso’s  complaint  for  lack  of  authority  to 
file  the  complaint  are  denied. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76  10777  Filed  4-13-76.8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  ER76-586] 

FITCHBURG  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  LIGHT 

CO.  AND  NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  CO. 

Initial  Rate  Filing 

April  7.  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Fitchburg  Gas  and 
Electric  Light  Company  (Fitchburg  *  and 
New  England  Power  Company  (New 
England)  on  March  31,  1976,  tendered 
for  filing  as  an  Initial  Rate  Schedule  and 
Electric  Generating  Capability  Sales 
Agreement.  According  to  Fitchburg  and 
New  England,  the  Agreement  provides 
for  the  sale  by  Fitchburg  to  New  England 
of  29.4  MW  of  electric  generating  capa¬ 
bility  during  April,  1976,  and  28.48  MW 
during  the  period  May  1,  1976  through 
October  31,  1977.  It  also  provides  for  the 
sale  by  New  England  to  Fitchburg  of 
7.42  MW  of  electric  generating  capability 
during  April,  1976  and  7.19  MW  during 
the  period  May  1,  1976  through  October 
31, 1977. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  April  21,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 


taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protest- 
ants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76  10787  Filed  4-13  76;8:40  am] 


| Docket  No.  RP73-17;  (PGA  76-3)  | 

GRANITE  STATE  GAS  TRANSMISSION, 
INC. 

Proposed  Changes  in  Rates  Pursuant  to 
Purchased  Gas  Adjustment  Provision 

April  7.  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Granite  State  Gas 
Transmission,  Inc.  (Granite  State),  66 
Market  Street,  Portsmouth,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  03801,  on  March  31,  1976,  tendered 
for  filing  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A 
in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  1,  containing  proposed  changes  in 
rates  to  be  effective  May  1,  1976. 

According  to  Granite  State,  the  in¬ 
stant  filing  is  made  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Section  2.56B<k)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Policy  and  Interpreta¬ 
tions  and  the  purchased  gas  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  provision  in  its  tariff,  approved  in 
Docket  No.  RP73-17.  Granite  State  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  the  proposed  changes 
reflect  changes  in  the  cost  of  gas 
purchased  from  its  sole  supplier.  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Di¬ 
vision  of  Tenneco,  Inc.  (Tennessee  ■ 
which  Tennessee  proposes  to  make  ef¬ 
fective  May  1,  1976,  to  reflect  in¬ 
creased  rates  for  the  sales  of  natural 
gas  from  wells  commenced  prior  to  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1973,  as  allowed  by  Opinion  No. 
749  (Docket  No.  R-478) . 

Granite  State  also  states  that  its  pro¬ 
posed  purchased  gas  cost  changes  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  its  sales  to  Northern  Utilities, 
Inc.  (Northern)  whic  his  Granite  State's 
sole  jurisdictional  customer.  According  to 
Granite  State,  the  annual  effect  on 
Northern  of  the  proposed  rates  contained 
on  Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  is  $186,- 
004.  The  estimate  is  based  on  purchases 
from  Tennessee  and  sales  to  Northern  for 
the  twelve  months  ended  February  29, 
1976. 

According  to  Granite  State,  copies  of 
the  filing  were  served  on  Northern  and 
the  regulatory  commissions  of  the  States 
of  Maine  and  New  Hampshire. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  April  26,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
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filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-10782  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 

(Docket  No.  E-9520] 

ILLINOIS  POWER  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

April  7, 1976. 

On  March  30,  1976,  Illinois  Customers 
Defense  Group  (Defense  Group)  filed  a 
motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  issued  October  29,  1975,  as 
most  recently  modified  by  notice  issued 
March  10,  1976,  in  the  above -designated 
proceeding. 

The  Defense  Group  states  that  the 
Company  and  Staff  Counsel  do  not  object 
to  the  requested  extension. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Staff  Testimony,  April  23,  1976. 
Service  of  Intervenor  Testimony,  May  7,  1976. 
Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  May  21,  1976. 
Hearing,  June  1,  1976  (10:00  A.M.). 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-10779  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


INDIANA  &  MICHIGAN  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Making  Effec¬ 
tive  Rate  Schedule,  Granting  Waiver  of 
Notice  Requirement,  and  Granting  Peti¬ 
tion  To  Intervene 

April  7, 1976. 

On  December  11,  1976,  American  Elec¬ 
tric  Power  Service  Corporation  (AEP) 
tendered  for  filing  on  behalf  of  its  af¬ 
filiate,  Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric 
Company  (I&M),  Amendment  No.  9  to 
the  March  1,  1966  Operating  Agreement 
among  I&M,  Consumers  Power  Company 
(Consumers)  and  The  Detroit  Edison 
Company  (Detroit),  (jointly  the  Michi¬ 
gan  Companies)  .l  The  Commission  finds 
that  the  rates  and  charges  proposed  in 
Amendment  No.  9  are  fully  cost-justified. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission  shall  accept 
for  filing  such  rate  schedule  and  permit 
it  to  become  effective  as  of  January  1, 
1976. 

In  the  transmittal  letter  accompany¬ 
ing  its  December  11  submittal,  AEP 
states  that  Amendment  No.  9  provides 
for  a  new  service  schedule — “Service 
Schedule  H-Unit  Power” — pursuant  to 
which  the  Michigan  Companies  will  pur¬ 
chase  unit  power  based  on  availability  at 
AEP’s  Gavin  Station.1  AEP  states  further 
that  the  parties  intend  to  commence  sale 


1  Amendment  No.  9  to  the  Operating  Agree¬ 
ment  shaU  have  the  following  rate  schedule 
designations:  Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric 
Company,  Supplement  No.  8  to  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  FPC  No.  68;  Consumers  Power  Company, 
Supplement  No.  11  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No. 
23;  and  Detroit  Edison  Company,  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  11  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  12. 

■  The  Gavin  Station  Is  owned  and  operated 
by  Ohio  Electric  Company,  an  AEP  affiliate. 


and  purchase  of  unit  power  as  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1976,  and  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  permit  Amendment  No.  9  to  be 
effective  as  of  that  date. 

Preliminary  review  of  the  instant  filing 
found  it  to  be  deficient  with  respect  to 
certain  filing  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations  under  the  Federal 
Power  Act.  Accordingly,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Acting  Secretary,  by  letter  dated 
January  23,  1976,  informed  AEP  of  the 
deficiency  and  stated  further  that  a  filing 
date  would  not  be  assigned  its  submittal 
until  the  deficiency  was  cured.  On  March 
8,  1976,  AEP  submitted  additional  Infor¬ 
mation  required  to  cure  the  deficiency. 

Public  notice  of  AEP’s  filing  was  issued 
on  January  7,  1976,  with  comments,  pro¬ 
tests  and  petitions  to  Intervene  due  on 
or  before  January  19,  1976.  A  timely 
“Petition  to  Intervene  and  Protest”  was 
filed  jointly  by  Wabash  Valley  Power 
Association,  Inc.,  and  five  Rural  Electric 
Membership  Corporations  *  (hereinafter, 
the  REMCs) .  In  this  pleading,  the 
REMCs  state  that  each  of  them  pur¬ 
chases  all  of  its  power  and  energy  re¬ 
quirements  for  all  delivery  points,  “or  a 
substantial  number  thereof,"  at  whole¬ 
sale  from  I&M.  Each  of  the  REMCs,  the 
pleading  asserts,  has  been  Informed  by 
I&M  that  I&M  may  not  be  able  to  accom¬ 
modate  all  of  [the  REMCs’]  future  power 
needs  at  the  expiration  of  their  present 
contracts.”’  Further,  say  the  REMCs, 
they  have  been  informed  by  AEP  that  it” 
‘is  going  out  of  the  wholesale  business.’’ 
The  REMCs  contend  that  under  these 
circumstances,  they  have  a  direct  inter¬ 
est  in  the  sale  of  power  and  energy  by 
I&M  to  the  nonafflliated  Michigan  Com¬ 
panies. 

The  REMCs  also  assert  that  “ftlhe 
sale  from  any  AEP  company  has  a  direct 
effect  on  the  price  REMCs  must  pay  to 
I&M.”  In  this  regard,  they  state:  “Al¬ 
though  the  REMCs  will  require  substan¬ 
tial  supporting  data  to  show  the  exact 
extent  to  which  the  REMCs’  wholesale 
rates  are  dependent  upon  the  sales  in¬ 
volved  in  the  transaction  which  is  the 
subject  of  this  proceeding,  it  would  seem 
apparent  that  the  rates  charged  by  I&M 
for  the  sales  to  the  Michigan  Companies 
will  have  a  most  direct  impact  on  the 
basis  for  determining  I&M’s  rates  to  the 
REMCs  in  the  future.” 

The  REMCs  further  contend  that  the 
instant  filing  is  not  an  initial  rate  sched¬ 
ule.  In  this  regard,  they  argue  that  the 
filing  constitutes  a  change  in  an  existing 
rate  schedule  which,  under  Section  205 
(d)  of  the  Act,  cannot  become  effective 
until  30  days  after  filing.  The  REMCs 
request  a  one  day  suspension  of  the  rate 
schedule  and  a  hearing  thereon,  or,  in 
the  alternative,  a  Section  206  investiga¬ 
tion  should  the  Commission  find  the  fil¬ 
ing  to  be  an  initial  rate  schedule.  Finally, 


•Jay  County  Rural  Electric  Membership 
Corporation,  Noble  County  Rural  Electric 
Membership  Corporation,  Pauldlng-Putnam 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  United  Rural  Elec¬ 
tric  Membership  Corporation,  and  Whitley 
County  Rural  Electric  Membership  Corpo¬ 
ration. 


the  REMCs  pray  that  they  be  permitted 
to  intervene  in  this  proceeding. 

As  noted  above,  the  REMCs  assert 
that  the  wholesale  rates  they  pay  I&M 
are  dependent  upon  the  sales  which  are 
the  subject  of  the  instant  proceeding. 
They  further  contend  that  the  rates 
which  I&M  charges  the  Michigan  Com¬ 
panies  herein  will  have  an  impact  upon 
the  rates  which  the  REMCs  pay  I&M  in 
the  future.  Having  reveiwed  the  pricing 
mechanism  contained  in  Amendment 
No.  9,  including  the  method  by  which 
the  proposed  rates  were  developed,  the 
Commission  finds  that  the  rates  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  instant  filing  will  not 
detrimentally  affect  I&M’s  rates  to  the 
REMCs  at  this  time.  Any  effect  on  the 
REMCs’  rates  will  arise  in  a  rate  in¬ 
crease  for  I&M’s  rates  to  the  REMCs 
for  which  the  test  period  is  based  on  a 
period  during  which  the  service  here  at 
issue  was  rendered.  Should  such  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  arise,  the  REMCs  may,  of 
course,  raise  any  questions  of  co6t  allo¬ 
cation,  or  any  other  issues  with  respect 
to  the  instant  rates,  which  they  desire 
to  raise.  In  the  absence  of  such  a  pro¬ 
ceeding,  the  REMCs’  allegation  that 
the  instant  rates  will  have  an  adverse 
impact  upon  their  rates  must  be  dis¬ 
missed  as  conjectural.  While  the  Com¬ 
mission  agrees  that  the  instant  filing  is 
a  change  in  rate,  review  indicates  that 
the  rates  and  charges  In  Amendment 
No.  9  are  fully  justified  from  a  cost  of 
service  standpoint,  and  because  all  par¬ 
ties  to  the  contract  have  requested  a 
January  1,  1976  effective  date  therefor,4 
we  find  that  good  cause  exists  to  grant 
waiver  of  the  notice  requirements  so  as 
to  permit  Amendment  No.  9  to  become 
effective  as  of  that  date.  We  shall  so 
order. 

Finally,  with  respect  to  the  REMCs’ 
statements  that  their  service  is  in 
jeopardy  because  of  the  alleged  state¬ 
ments  by  AEP  that  it  ‘is  going  out  of 
the  wholesale  business’,  we  note  that 
this  issue  has  recently  been  raised  in  a 
complaint  against  I&M  filed  by  the  City 
of  Anderson,  Indiana,  in  Docket  No.  E- 
9549.5  Accordingly,  if  the  REMCs  wish 
to  address  this  issue,  they  should  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  Docket  No.  E-9549. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  accept  for  filing  Amendment  No. 
9  to  the  March  1,  1966  Operating  Agree¬ 
ment  among  I&M,  Consumers,  and 
Detroit,  and  to  waive  the  notice  require¬ 
ment  of  the  Commission’s  Regulations  to 
permit  Amendment  No.  9  to  become 
effective  as  of  January  1, 1976. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  the  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  of  the  REMCs,  as  here¬ 
inafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  waiver 
of  the  notice  requirement  of  the  Regula- 


4  Certificates  of  Concurrence  were  filed  by 
Detroit  on  December  22,  1975,  and  by  Con¬ 
sumers  on  December  24, 1975. 

•  The  City  of  Anderson,  Indiana,  Com¬ 
plainant  v.  American  Electric  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  American  Electric  Power  Service 
Corp.,  and  Indiana  A  Michigan  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  Defendants,  Docket  No.  E-9549. 
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tions  to  permit  Amendment  No.  9  to  be¬ 
come  effective  as  of  January  1,  1976. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  9  to  the  March  1.  1966  Operat¬ 
ing  Agreement  among  l&M  Consumers, 
and  Detroit  is  hereby  accepted  for  filing 
and  permitted  to  become  effective  as  of 
January  1, 1976. 

(B)  The  REMCs  are  hereby  permitted 
to  intervene  in  this  proceeding,  subject 
to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission;  provided,  however,  that  partici¬ 
pation  of  the  REMCs  shall  be  limited  to 
matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and  in¬ 
terests  as  specifically  set  forth  in  the 
petition  to  intervene;  and  provided,  fur¬ 
ther,  that  the  admission  of  the  REMCs 
shall  not  be  construed  as  recognition  by 
the  Commission  that  they  might  be 
aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  entered  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10789  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  ER76-209,  ER76-i92) 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO. 
Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
April  8,  1976. 

On  March  19,  1976,  Staff  Counsel  filed 
a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  issued  November  25,  1975, 
as  most  recently  modified  by  notice  Is¬ 
sued  February  25,  1976,  in  the  above-de¬ 
signated  proceeding. 

On  March  23,  1976,  Metropolitan  Edi¬ 
son  filed  a  response  concurring  with 
Staff’s  motion. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows : 

Service  of  Staff  Testimony,  May  10,  1976. 
Service  of  Intervenor  Testimony,  May  24, 
1976. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  June  7, 1976. 
Hearing,  June  15,  1976  (10:00  A.M.,  EDT) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-10776  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-813] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Application 

April  7, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  30,  1976, 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Applicant) ,  308  Seneca  Street,  Oil  City, 
Pennsylvania  16301,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP76-313  an  application  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  authorizing  the  storage  of  natural 
gas  for  South  Jersey  Gas  Company 
(South  Jersey)  and  UGI  Corporation 
(UGI) ,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 


Applicant  proposes  to  store  gas  for 
South  Jersey  from  April  1,  1976,  through 
March  31, 1977,  in  the  aggregate  amount 
of  1,000,000  Mcf  or  storage  capacity,  deli¬ 
very  of  which  shall  be  a  rate  no  greater 
than  6,667  Mcf  per  day.  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  store  gas  for  UGI  from  May  1, 
1976,  through  April  30,  1977,  in  the  ag¬ 
gregate  amount  of  2,000,000  Mcf  of  stor¬ 
age  capacity,  delivery  of  which  shall  be  at 
a  daily  rate  not  to  exceed  Applicant’s 
daily  receipts  from  Columbia  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  (Columbia)  at  the 
delivery  point  during  the  delivery  period. 

Applicant  proposes  to  charge  UGI 
$815,400  and  to  charge  South  Jersey 
$407,700,  which  amounts  are  equivalent 
to  40.77  cents  per  Mcf  of  storage  ca¬ 
pacity  allocated  to  the  customers.  This 
rate  is  said  to  be  equivalent  to  that  pro¬ 
vided  in  a  stipulation  and  agreement  of 
settlement  said  to  have  been  certified  to 
the  Commission  on  or  about  March  15, 
1976,  in  Docket  No.  CP75-348.  In  said 
docket.  Applicant  states,  the  Commission 
granted  Applicant  a  temporary  certi¬ 
ficate  authorizing  Applicant  to  render  a 
similar  service  to  Lowell  Gas  Company 
and  Elizabethtown  Gas  Company. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  an  aggre¬ 
gate  storage  capacity  of  111,090,000  Mcf 
and  that  on  or  about  March  25,  1976,  it 
proposed  in  Docket  No.  CP75-348  to  ex¬ 
tend  for  a  limited  term  the  aggregate 
3,000,000  Mcf  storage  service  authorized 
under  the  temporary  certificate  in  said 
docket. 

Applicant  states  further  that  no  addi¬ 
tional  facilities  are  required  to  render 
the  service  proposed  in  the  instant  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

The  application  states  that  South  Jer¬ 
sey  and  UGI  have  agreed  to  purchase 
from  National  Fuel  Gas  Distribution 
Corporation,  an  affiliate  of  Applicant, 
1,000,000  and  2,000,000  Mcf  respectively, 
of  gas  currently  in  the  storage  facilities 
of  applicant  and  that,  therefore,  no  de¬ 
livery  to  storage  will  be  required.  The 
proposed  storage  service  is  said  to  be  re¬ 
quired  by  South  Jersey  and  UGI  due  to 
curtailments  in  deliveries  by  their  pipe¬ 
line  suppliers,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corporation  (Transco)  and  Colum¬ 
bia. 

Applicant  states  that  South  Jersey  and 
UGI  are  making  arrangements  for  deliv¬ 
ery  of  the  stored  gas  to  their  distribution 
markets  by  the  pipeline  suppliers.  Appli¬ 
cant  anticipates  that  deliveries  from 
storage  would  be  effected  through  dis¬ 
placement  by  the  suppliers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  April  29, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 


proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessary.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10788  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP71-125;  (PGA  76-4)  ] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  OF  AMERICA 

PGA  Filing  To  Track  Increases  Related  to 
Opinion  Nos.  749  and  749-A  and  Sup¬ 
plier  Rate  Increases 

April  7, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  29,  1976, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Natural)  submitted  for  filing 
as  part  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1,  the  below-listed 
tariff  sheets,  to  be  effective  May  1,  1976: 

Twenty-seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  5 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  5A 

Natural  states  the  filing  was  made  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  749-A  for  the  estimated  increase 
in  purchased  gas  costs  effective  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1976  for  producers  who  have  filed 
or  are  expected  to  file  for  increased  rates 
in  accordance  with  Opinion  No.  749.  The 
estimated  annual  effect  of  the  producer 
supplier  increases  amounts  to  approxi¬ 
mately  $15.8  million.  Natural  states  that 
it  has  also  included  the  increased  cost 
related  to  pricing  company-owned  pro¬ 
duction  from  leases  acquired  prior  to 
October  7,  1969  at  the  applicable  area 
rate  as  authorized  by  Commission  Order 
issued  August  3,  1973  at  Docket  No.  RP 
73-63.  The  annualized  effect  of  this  in¬ 
crease  amounts  to  approximately  $8.2 
million.  The  PGA  unit  adjustment  for 
the  above  increases  equates  to  2.32C  per 
Mcf. 

Natural  states  that  the  filing  includes 
a  PGA  unit  adjustment  to  track  increases 
from  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 
(Colorado)  and  Great  Lakes  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  (Great  Lakes)  pipeline 
suppliers  to  Natural,  made  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  Section  18,  Purchase 
Gas  Cost  Adjustment  clause  of  the  Gen- 
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eral  Terms  and  Conditions  of  Natural’s 
FPC  Gas  Tariff.  Colorado  filed  on  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1976,  to  be  effective  April  1,  1976, 
for  the  increased  cost  of  purchased  gas 
related  to  Opinion  No.  749,  a  pipeline 
supplier  rate  change,  and  a  liquid  refund 
credit  adjustment.  Great  Lakes  filed  on 
March  16,  1976  its  semi-annual  PGA  ad¬ 
justment,  to  be  effective  May  1, 1976.  The 
annual  effect  of  the  Cblorado  and  Great 
Lakes  increases  on  Natural  approximates 
$5.1  million  and  $7.1  million,  respectively. 
The  PGA  unit  adjustment  to  recover 
these  increases  amounts  to  1.170  per  Mcf. 

Natural  also  filed  for  a  surcharge  to 
recover  the  deferred  purchased  gas  cost 
effect  related  to  increases  associated 
with  Opinion  No.  749,  as  authorized  by 
Opinion  No.  749-A.  The  estimated  de¬ 
ferred  cost  for  the  four  months  of  Jan¬ 
uary  through  April,  1976,  amount  to 
$5,278,161  for  producer  suppliers,  $2,- 
746,631  for  Natural’s  company -owned 
production  and  the  one  month  effect  of 
Colorado’s  rate  increase  effective  April  1, 
1976  of  $420,223.  Natural  proposes  to 
recover  these  deferred  costs  over  the 
two  months  of  May  and  June,  so  that 
elimination  of  the  surcharge  adjustment 
will  coincide  with  the  July  1,  1976  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  a  special  rate  increase  track¬ 
ing  the  second  phase  increment  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas  prices  authorized  in  Opinion 
Nos.  749  and  749-A.  The  surcharge  ad¬ 
justment  amounts  to  5.790  per  Mcf. 

Natural  requested  waiver  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  regulations.  Opinion  Nos.  749 
and  749-A,  and  the  terms  of  its  PGA 
tariff  provision  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  permit  the  acceptance  of  the  filing 
effective  May  1,  1976.  Natural  states  that 
to  the  extent  that  actual  filings  are  not 
made  by  producers  in  a  timely  manner, 
the  recovery  of  these  costs  will  be  re¬ 
flected  as  a  reduction  in  its  Deferred 
Purchased  Gas  Cost  Account. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  mailed  to 
Natural’s  jurisdictional  customers  a»d 
to  interested  state  regulatory  agencies. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  Section  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  26, 
1976.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10783  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-114;  (PGA76-2)  ] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 

Proposed  PGA  Filing  Pursuant  to  Opinion 
Nos.  749  and  749-A 

April  7, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  31,  1976, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee), 
tendered  for  filing  Eleventh  Revised 
Sheet  Nos.  12A  and  12B  to  Ninth  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
to  be  effective  on  May  1, 1976. 

Tennessee  states  that  the  sole  purpose 
of  these  revised  tariff  sheets  is  to  re¬ 
flect  an  increase  in  its  rates  of  4.78  cents 
per  Mcf  pursuant  to  Opinion  Nos.  749 
and  749-A.  Tennessee  states  that  this  in¬ 
crease  is  based  solely  on  increases  in  its 
purchased  gas  cost  resulting  from  pro¬ 
ducer  increases  pursuant  to  Opinion  No. 
749. 

Tennessee  states  that  copies  of  the  fil¬ 
ing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its  jurisdic¬ 
tional  customers  and  affected  state  regu¬ 
latory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervent  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  April  26, 1976.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene;  provided,  however, 
that  any  person  who  has  previously  filed 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding 
is  not  required  to  file  a  further  petition. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10784  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am) 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 

Application  To  Amend 

April  7,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  17,  1976, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Applicant),  P.O. 
Box  2511,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  Nos.  G-1001  and  G-8805  an  ap¬ 
plication  to  amend  the  Commission’s  or¬ 
ders  issued,  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  on  February  8, 1949, 
in  Docket  No.  G-1001  (9  FPC  683)  and 
on  September  23,  1955,  in  Docket  No.  G- 
8805  (14  FPC  986)  by  authorizing  the 
operation  of  the  existing  Greenville  de¬ 
livery  point,  Washington  County,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  as  a  permanent  delivery  point  to 


Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Gas)  under  Applicant’s  Rate 
Schedule  CD-I,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  to  amend  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  the  order  of  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1955,  authorized  Applicant, 
pursuant  to  a  contract,  dated  October  1, 
1955,  to  sell  and  deliver  gas  to  Texas  Gas 
and  that  said  contract,  among  other 
things,  provides  for  the  sale  and  deliv¬ 
ery,  at  several  existing  delivery  points,  of 
a  contracted  demand  of  26,000  Mcf  per 
day  (15.025  psia)  pursuant  to  Applicant’s 
Rate  Schedule  CD-I  and  a  contracted 
demand  of  3,000  Mcf  per  day  (15.025 
psia)  pursuant  to  Applicant’s  Rate 
Schedule  CD -2.  Further,  Applicant 
states  that,  pursuant  to  the  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  8,  1949,  it  is  also  presently  author¬ 
ized  to  deliver  gas  to  Texas  Gas  at  the 
Greenville  delivery  point  from  day  to 
day  on  an  interruptible  basis. 

By  the  subject  application,  pursuant 
to  a  letter  request,  dated  January  5, 
1976,  by  Texas  Gas,  Applicant  seeks  au¬ 
thorization  to  utilize  the  Greenville  de¬ 
livery  point  as  a  permanent  delivery 
point  to  Texas  Gas  under  Rate  Schedule 
CD-I.  The  application  indicates  that 
Texas  Gas  has  advised  that  the  addition 
of  the  Greenville  delivery  point  will  per¬ 
mit  Texas  Gas  to  attain  additional  flexi¬ 
bility  and  operating  economies  and  to 
assure  adequate  maintenance  of  service 
to  Texas  Gas’  customers.  Applicant 
states  that  the  instant  proposal  will  not 
alter  the  maximum  daily  volumes  de¬ 
livered  to  Texas  Gas  pursuant  to  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  Rate  Schedule  CD-I  and  CD-2. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  to  amend  should  on  or  be¬ 
fore  April  27,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and 
the  Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10774  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 
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NOTICES 


(Docket  Noe.  RP73-3  (PGA  76-2) .  RP73-69, 
and  RP72-99,  (EPGA  No.  76-8)] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Tariff  Filing 

April  8,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transco) 
on  March  31, 1976,  tendered  for  filing  cer¬ 
tain  revised  tariff  sheets  to  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  pro¬ 
posed  to  become  effective  May  1,  1976, 
without  suspension,  and  May  2, 1976,  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund.  Transco  states  that  the 
purpose  of  the  filing  for  the  adjustment 
in  its  sales  rates  to  be  effective  May  1, 
1976,  without  suspension,  is  to  reflect  the 
following: 

(1)  A  tracking  rate  increase  of  1.6tf 
per  Mcf  pursuant  to  the  Purchased  Gras 
Adjustment  Clause  (PGA  Clause)  con¬ 
tained  in  its  Tariff,  excluding  the  portion 
of  purchased  gas  costs  in  excess  of  the 
Commission’s  guidelines  set  forth  in 
Opinion  Nos.  699  and  742; 

(2)  A  rate  increase  of  2.0tf  per  Mcf  as 
provided  by  Article  TV  of  the  Settlement 
Agreement  in  Docket  No.  RP73-69  for 
the  recovery  of  costs  incurred  by  Transco 
during  the  1973  Price  freeze;  and 

(3)  A  rate  decrease  of  1.4<*  per  Mcf 
pursuant  to  the  Emergency  Gas  Adjust¬ 
ment  Clause  (EPGA  Clause)  contained 
in  its  Tariff. 

Transco  also  states  that  the  revised 
tariff  sheets  contained  in  the  filing  to 
be  effective  May  2,  1976,  subject  to  re¬ 
fund,  reflect  an  additional  tracking  in¬ 
crease  of  0.21  per  Mcf  pursuant  to  the 
PGA  clause  for  the  portion  of  purchased 
gas  costs  in  excess  of  the  Commission’s 
guidelines  set  forth  in  Opinion  Nos.  699 
and  742. 

The  Company  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  mailed  to  each  of  its 
jurisdictional  customers  and  interested 
State  Commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  AH  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  21, 
1976.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10775  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 
(Docket  No.  RP72-133;  (PGA76-2)  ] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Filing  of  Revised  Tariff  Sheets 

April  7,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  31,  1976, 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  (United) 


tendered  for  filing  (1)  Twenty-Ninth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  4  (designated  in  the 
filing  and  herein  as  the  “Proposed  Tariff 
Sheet”)  and  (2)  Alternate  Twenty- 
Ninth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  (designated 
in  the  filing  and  herein  as  the  “Alternate 
Proposed  Tariff  Sheet”). 

The  Proposed  Tariff  Sheet  is  being  filed 
pursuant  to  FPC  Opinion  No.  749-A  to 
track  producer  rate  increases  under 
Opinion  No.  749.  United  states  that  no 
other  increased  costs  are  reflected  in 
such  filing.  The  Proposed  Tariff  Sheet 
includes  a  current  adjustment  of  1.351 
and  a  surcharge  adjustment  of  0.87tf. 

The  Alternate  Proposed  Tariff  Sheet 
is  being  filed  pursuant  to  FPC  Opinion 
No.  749-A  and  a  Stipulation  and  Agree¬ 
ment  dated  March  1,  1976  between 
United  and  the  Commission.  Under  that 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  United 
agreed  to  reduce  prospectively  its  rates 
to  reflect  the  elimination  of  certain  costs 
associated  with  a  new  entity  which 
United  had  anticipated  creating  to  fund 
advance  payment  to  producers  (New 
Entity  Costs)  and  to  refund  amounts 
collected  from  its  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers  and  attributable  to  such  New 
Entity  Costs  with  interest  applicable 
thereto.  The  Alternate  Proposed  Tariff 
Sheet  makes  the  following  changes  in 
United’s  jurisdictional  rates:  (1)  revi¬ 
sion  of  the  current  adjustment  and  sur¬ 
charge  adjustment  in  accordance  with 
Opinion  No.  749-A  to  track  producer 
rate  increases  attributable  to  Opinion  No. 
749;  (2)  a  surcharge  adjustment  to  re¬ 
fund  amounts  attributable  to  New  Entity 
Costs  and  collected  through  jurisdic¬ 
tional  rates  during  the  period  May  20, 

1975  through  February  28,  1976  and  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  collected  through  jurisdic¬ 
tional  rates  during  the  period  March  1, 

1976  through  April  30,  1976,  with  in¬ 
terest  thereon  at  9%  per  annum  and 
(3)  a  reduction  in  the  base  tariff  rate 
to  reflect  elimination  of  New  Entity 
Costs  from  United’s  rates  at  Docket  No. 
RP75-109. 

United  states  that  a  copy  of  each  of 
the  proposed  tariff  sheets  and  support¬ 
ing  data  were  mailed  to  United’s  juris¬ 
dictional  customers  and  interested  state 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8. 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  20, 
1976.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 


with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-10780  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 

(Docket  No.  CS71-184,  et  al.] 

SOUTHERN  GAS  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Applications  for  “Small  Producer” 
Certificates  1 

April  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  Section  157.40  of 
the  Regulations  thereunder  for  a  “small 
producer”  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale 
for  resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas 
in  interstate  commerce,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  applications  which  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  April 
30,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  petitions  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  all  applications  in  which  no  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  if  the  Commisison  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificates  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 


1  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 
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Docket 

No. 

1  >ate  Died 

Applicant 

C  871-184' 

Mar.  1, 1976 

Southern  Oas  Co.,  P.O. 
Box  400,  Duncan,  Okla. 
73533. 

C  876-809 

Mar.  22,1976 

Pittsburgh  Tube  Co., 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Mon- 
aca,  Pa.  15061. 

CS76-610 

_ _ do . — 

Anno  Dowling  Robertson 
Trust. 2 

C 876-61 1 

_ do . - 

Randall  Wayne  Russell 
Testamentary  Trust.  1 

CS76-612 

. do . 

Beta  Development  Co., 
P.O.  Box  1659,  Midland, 
Tex.  79701. 

CS76-613 

. do . 

H.  F.  Gibson  Trust  Es¬ 
tates.  2 

CS76-614 

. do . 

Eddith  G.  Reynolds 

Agency. 2 

C  876-615 

. do . 

Estate  of  Robert  W.  Car¬ 
penter,  deceased.  2 

C 876-616 

. do _ 

D.  D.  Bruton  Trusts.  2 

CS76-617 

. do . 

T.  C.  Burnett  Trust. 1 

('876-618 

_ do . 

Jeff  Browning  Agency. 2 

CS76-619 

. do . 

Dorothy  DeGolver  Arnold 
Trust. 2 

Helen  II.  Lehmann  Trust.  2 

CS76-620 

. do . 

C  S76-621 

. do . 

A.  L.  Hill  Trusts.  2 

CS76-622 

. do . 

Guardian  for  Gloria  Kline, 
NCM. 2 

C 876-623 

. do . 

Estate  of  X.  R.  Gill,  de¬ 
ceased.  2 

CS76-624 

_ _ do . 

Estate  of  Thomas  II.  Oben- 
elutin,  deceased. 2 

CS76-625 

. do . 

Cecilia  DeOolyer  McGhee 
Trust. 2 

C  876-626 

. do . 

Estate  of  O.  D.  Dillingham, 
deceased.  2 

C 876-627 

. do . 

Nemo  8.  Wynne  Revocable 
Trust. 2 

C 876-628 

.„_.-do . 

Kutherine  Adams  Rice 
Agency.2 

C 876-629 

Mar.  19,1976 

Clint  Hurt  &  Associates, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1973, 
Midland,  Tex.  79701. 

C 876-630 

Mar.  22,1976 

Petroleum  Management 

Corp.,  9025  Wilshiro 

Blvd.,  Beverly  Hills, 

Calif.  90211. 

CS76-631 

. do . 

Steven  Mlzel,  P.O.  Box  641, 
Navato,  Calif.  94947. 

C 876-632 

. do . 

George  L.  Shannon,  3620 
Holliday  Ct.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75224. 

C 876-634 

. do . 

Virginia  8.  Mothers  head, 
2510  Shell,  Midland,  Tex. 
79701. 

C 876-635 

. do . 

Melvin  M.  Garrett  Testa¬ 
mentary  Trust.2 

CS 76-636 

_ do . 

Kate  E.  Bower  Trust.2 

CS76-637 

Mar.  23,1976 

Phelan  Adams  Wright 
Agency.2 

C 876-638 

Mar.  24,1976 

Dixie  Well  Service,  Inc., 
Phelps,  Dunbar,  Marks. 
Claverie,  and  Sims,  1300 
Hibernia  Bank  Bldg., 
New  Orleans.  La.  70112. 

CS76-639 

. do . 

Dore  Corp.,  129  Bailey  St., 
Dumas.  Tex.  79029. 

C 876-610 

_ do . 

Sulltvan-Wells  Co.,  1600  El 
Paso  St.,  Wellington,  Tex. 
79096. 

C 876-641 

Mar.  25,1976 

Georgiatine  Theis  Rice,  4600 
Kietzke  Lane,  No.  188, 
Reno,  Nev.  89502. 

CS76-642 

. do . 

Carolyn  Rire  Bartlett,  4600 
Kietzke  Lane.  No.  188, 
Reno,  Nev.  89502. 

C 876-643 

. do . 

D.  L.  Porland,  P.O.  Box 
2127.  Andrews,  Tex.  79714. 

CS76-6I4 

. do _ 

Jean  Wakeman,  2104  Twin 
Elms,  Arlington,  Tex. 
76012. 

C876-645 

. do . 

Lyn-San  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
7304,  Midland,  Tex.  79701. 

C 876-646 

_ _ do... . 

M.  W.  Campbell,  Thomas 
.  Chanslor  Campbell,  and 
Betsy  Jano  Campbell 

* 

Parr,  901  Plaza  1, 
Amarillo,  Tex.  79101. 

C 876-647 

Mar.  26,1976 

Ben  R.  Briggs,  3800  Repub¬ 
lic  Bank  Tower,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75201. 

CS76-648 

Mar.  25,1976 

Gray  Trust.2 

C 876-649 

Mar.  26,1976 

Murphy  H.  Baxter,  1100 
Milam  Bldg.,  Suite  3440, 
Houston,  Tex.  7702. 

CS76-650 

.  do..* . 

Hugh  M.  Briggs,  3800 
Republic  Bank  Tower, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 

1  Application  to  add  Southern  Oas  Co.  In  addition  to 
Mack  Oil  Co.  as  certificate  holder. 

1 1st  National  Bank  in  Dallas,  Trust  Oil  Department. 
P.O.  Box  6031,  Dallas,  Tex.  75283. 

IFR Doc.76-10585  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

CENTRAL  TRUST  CO.  ROCHESTER  N.Y. 

Order  Approving  Application  for  Merger  of 
Banks 

Central  Trust  Company  Rochester 
N.Y.,  Rochester,  New  York  (“Appli¬ 
cant”),  a  member  State  bank  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  pursuant  to  the 
Bank  Merger  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1828(c)) 
of  the  merger  of  that  bank  with  Peter 
DePuy  State  Bank,  Nunda,  New  York 
(“Peter  DePuy”),  under  the  charter  and 
title  of  Applicant.  As  an  incident  to  the 
proposed  merger,  the  existing  office  of 
Peter  DePuy  would  become  a  branch  of¬ 
fice  of  the  resulting  bank.  Applicant  is 
a  wholly -owned  subsidiary  of  Charter 
New  York  Corporation,  New  York  City 
(“Charter”),  a  registered  bank  holding 
company. 

As  required  by  the  Act,  notice  of  the 
proposed  transaction,  in  a  form  approved 
by  the  Board,  has  been  published,  and 
the  Board  has  requested  reports  on  com¬ 
petitive  factors  from  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral,  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency, 
and  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration.  The  Board  has  considered  the 
application  and  all  comments  and  re¬ 
ports  received  in  the  light  of  the  factors 
set  forth  in  the  Act. 

Applicant,  with  deposits  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $350  million,1  is  the  thirtieth 
largest  commercial  bank  in  New  York 
State.  The  proposed  merger  would 
neither  increase  Applicant’s  share  of 
State  deposits  appreciably,  nor  would  it 
significantly  increase  the  concentration 
of  banking  resources  in  the  State. 

Peter  DePuy  ($8  million  in  deposits), 
located  in  the  town  of  Nunda,  near  the 
western  edge  of  the  Homell  banking 
market2  (the  relevant  banking  market), 
controls  8.6  per  cent  of  total  market  de¬ 
posits  and  is  the  fifth  largest  of  seven 
banks  serving  this  market.  The  two 
largest  banking  organizations  in  the  mar¬ 
ket  (an  independent  bank  and  a  Roch¬ 
ester  based  bank  holding  company)  con¬ 
trol  33  per  cent  and  22  per  cent,  re¬ 
spectively,  of  total  market  deposits. 
Applicant  is  not  presently  represented  in 
the  market,  and  its  nearest  office  is  lo¬ 
cated  36  miles  from  Nunda.  Applicant’s 
parent  corporation,  Charter,  operates  a 
subsidiary  banking  office  in  a  separate 
banking  market  13  miles  from  Nunda. 
The  record  indicates  there  is  no  signifi¬ 
cant  amount  of  banking  business  derived 
among  the  respective  areas  served  by 
Peter  DePuy,  Applicant  and  Charter's 
other  affiliates.  Thus,  it  appears  con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposal  would  have 
no  significant  adverse  effects  on  existing 
competition.  It  also  appears  that  con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposal  would  have 
no  significant  adverse  effects  on  poten¬ 
tial  competition.  The  Homell  banking 
market  is  not  attractive  for  de  novo 


1  All  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1975. 

*  The  Homell  banking  market  Is  approxi¬ 
mated  by  the  western  third  of  Steuben  Coun¬ 
ty,  the  northeastern  corner  of  Allegany  Coun¬ 
ty,  and  the  towns  of  Portage,  Nunda  and 
Ossian  In  southern  Livingston  County. 


branching  because  of  its  unattractive 
economic  condition  and  its  low  popula¬ 
tion  per  banking  office,  and  the  fact  that 
several  communities  in  the  market  are 
afforded  home  office  protection.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  upon  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  merger,  there  would  remain  sev¬ 
eral  small  independent  banks  as  possible 
entry  vehicles  for  other  banking  organi¬ 
zations  not  presently  represented  in  the 
Homell  market.  Accordingly,  the  Board 
concludes  that  competitive  consider¬ 
ations  are  consistent  with  approval  of 
the  application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  resources 
of  the  banks  to  be  merged  are  consistent 
with  approval  of  the  application  and 
prospects  for  the  resulting  bank  appear 
favorable.  Applicant  proposes  to  add  to 
the  limited  services  presently  offered  by 
Peter  DePuy  by  providing  investment  ad¬ 
visory  service,  credit  cards,  overdraft 
checking  credit  and  free  personal  check¬ 
ing.  Applicant  also  plans  to  reduce  fees 
on  business  checking.  The  availability  of 
these  services  in  Nunda  would  be  bene¬ 
ficial  to  customers  of  Peter  DePuy.  There¬ 
fore,  considerations  relating  to  the  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  of  the  community  to 
be  served  lend  weight  toward  approval 
of  the  transaction.  It  is  the  Board’s  judg¬ 
ment  that  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  would  be  in  the  public  interest  and 
that  the  application  should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calendar 
day  following  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order  nor  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  Order, 
unless  such  period  is  extended  for  good 
cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  New  York  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,1 
effective  April  7, 1976. 

[seal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-10734  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


DOWNS  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Downs  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Downs,  Kan¬ 
sas.  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  §  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company  through 
acquisition  of  100  per  cent  (less  director’s 
qualifying  shares)  of  the  voting  shares 
of  Downs  National  Bank,  Downs.  Kansas. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ) . 

Downs  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Downs,  Kan¬ 
sas  has  also  applied,  pursuant  to  §  4(c) 
(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1843(c)  (8) )  and  §  225.4(b)  (2) 
of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y,  for  permis¬ 
sion  to  retain  voting  shares  of  Cushing 


a  Voting  for  this  action :  Vice  Chairman 
Gardner  and  Governors  Holland,  Coldwell, 
Jackson  and  Partee.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Chairman  Burns  and  Governor  Walltch. 
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Insurance  Agency,  Downs,  Kansas.  Notice 
of  the  application  was  published  on  Octo¬ 
ber  16,  1975  in  The  Downs  News  and 
Times,  a  newspaper  circulated  in  Os¬ 
borne  County,  Kansas. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  continue  to  engage  in 
the  activities  of  a  general  insurance 
agency  in  Downs,  Kansas,  a  town  with  a 
population  of  less  than  5,000.  Such  activ¬ 
ities  have  been  specified  by  the  Board  in 
§  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  individual  proposals 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
§  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
view's  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of- 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.” 

Any  request  for  a  hearing  on  this  ques¬ 
tion  should  be  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  summarizing  the  evidence  the  per¬ 
son  requesting  the  hearing  proposes  to 
submit  or  to  elicit  at  the  hearing  and  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  why  this  matter 
should  not  be  resolved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
May  5,  1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  April  6,  1976. 

[seal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-10735  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


KASKASKIA  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  and  Engaging  in  Insurance 

Agency  Activities 

Kaskaskia  Bancshares,  Inc.,  New 
Athens,  Illinois,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)  (1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
§  1842(a)(1))  of  formation  of  a  bank 
holding  company  through  acquisition  of 
80.1  per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares 
of  State  Bank  of  New  Athens,  New 
Athens,  Illinois  (“Bank”).  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)).  At  the  same 
time.  Applicant  has  applied,  pursuant  to 
§  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1843(c) 
(8) )  and  $  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y,  for  permission  to  engage 
in  certain  insurance  activities  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  credit  life  and  credit  accident 
and  health  insurance  directly  related  to 
extensions  of  credit  by  Bank.  Such  activ¬ 
ities  have  been  determined  by  the  Board 


in  225.4(a)  (9)  (li)  (a)  of  Regulation  Y 
to  be  permissible  for  bank  holding  com¬ 
panies  subject  to  Board  approval  of  in¬ 
dividual  proposals  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  of  S  225.4(b)  of  Regula¬ 
tion  Y. 

Notice  of  the  applications,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  has  been 
given  in  accordance  with  §§  3  and  4  of 
the  Act  (41  Federal  Register  5150).  The 
time  for  filing  comments  and  views  has 
expired,  and  the  Board  has  considered 
the  applications  and  all  comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  light  of  the  factors  set  forth 
in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act,  and  the  considera¬ 
tions  specified  in  §  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Act 

Applicant  is  a  nonoperating  corpora¬ 
tion  formed  for  the  express  purposes  of 
becoming  a  bank  holding  company 
through  acquisition  of  Bank  and  engag¬ 
ing  de  novo  in  certain  credit-related  in¬ 
surance  activities.  The  proposed  transac¬ 
tion  involves  the  transfer  of  control  of 
Bank  from  individuals  to  a  corporation 
owned  by  the  same  individuals.  Upon 
acquisition  of  Bank,  Applicant  would 
control  0.02  per  cent  of  the  total  deposits 
in  commercial  banks  in  Illinois.  Bank 
holds  deposits  of  approximately  $11.3 
million,1  representing  11.6  per  cent  of 
total  deposits  in  commercial  banks  in  the 
relevant  banking  market,*  and  thereby 
ranks  as  the  sixth  largest  of  eight  banks 
in  the  banking  market.  Since  Applicant 
has  no  existing  subsidiaries  and  the  pro¬ 
posal  represents  merely  a  restructuring 
of  Bank’s  present  ownership,  it  appears 
that  the  acquisition  of  Bank  by  Applicant 
would  not  have  any  significant  adverse 
effects  on  existing  or  potential  competi¬ 
tion,  increase  the  concentration  of  bank¬ 
ing  resources,  or  have  any  adverse  effects 
on  other  banks  in  any  relevant  area.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  it  is  concluded  that  competi¬ 
tive  considerations  are  consistent  with 
approval  of  the  application  to  form  a 
bank  holding  company. 

The  future  prospects  of  Applicant  are 
dependent  upon  the  profitable  operations 
of  Bank  and  Applicant’s  insurance  ac¬ 
tivities.  Ini  this  regard,  the  financial  con¬ 
dition  and  managerial  resources  of  Bank 
are  considered  satisfactory,  and  its  fu¬ 
ture  prospects  appear  favorable.  Al¬ 
though  Applicant  will  incur  debt  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  proposal,  the  projected 
income  from  Bank  and  the  insurance  ac¬ 
tivities  should  provide  Applicant  with 
sufficient  revenue  to  service  its  debt  with¬ 
out  impairing  the  financial  condition  of 
Bank.  Accordingly,  considerations  relat¬ 
ing  to  banking  factors  are  consistent  with 
approval  of  the  application.  Considera¬ 
tions  relating  to  convenience  and  needs 
are  also  regarded  as  being  consistent  with 
approval  of  the  application  to  acquire 
Bank.  Therefore,  the  Board  concludes 
that  consummation  of  the  proposal  to 
form  a  bank  holding  company  would  be 

1 AU  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1975. 

•The  relevant  geographic  market  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  analyzing  the  competitive  efTects  of 
the  subject  proposal  is  approximated  by  the 
portion  of  St.  Clair  County,  Illinois,  that  Is 
outside  the  St.  Louis  banking  market. 


consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
that  the  application  should  be  approved. 

In  connection  with  the  application  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company,  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  applied,  pursuant  to  $  225.4 
(a)  (9)  (ii)  (a)  of  Regulation  Y,  to  engage 
de  novo  in  certain  insurance  activities  in 
connection  with  credit  life  and  credit 
health  and  accident  insurance  directly 
related  to  extensions  of  credit  by  Bank.* 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  Applicant 
acts  as  neither  agent  nor  broker  In  offering 
credit  life  or  credit  accident  and  health  in¬ 
surance  on  a  group  basis  to  Its  borrowers, 
the  Board  views  this  aotlvity  as  the  func¬ 
tional  equivalent  of  acting  as  agent  or  broker 
In  the  sale  of  credit  life  insurance.  There¬ 
fore,  the  Board  deems  this  activity  to  be  a 
permissible  activity  for  purposes  of  S  225.4 
(a)  (9)  (11)  (a)  of  Regulation  Y.  In  either  sit¬ 
uation,  the  offering  of  such  Insurance  Is  di- 
reotly  related  to  an  extension  of  credit,  It 
insures  the  same  type  of  Interest,  and  it  re¬ 
sults  in  the  same  public  benefits. 

It  does  not  appear  that  Applicant’s  en¬ 
gaging  in  the  above-described  activities 
would  have  any  significant  adverse  ef¬ 
fects  on  existing  or  future  competition. 
Furthermore,  there  is  no  evidence  in  the 
record  indicating  that  consummation  of 
the  proposal  would  result  in  any  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  unfair  com¬ 
petition,  conflicts  of  interests,  unsound 
banking  practices  or  other  adverse  ef¬ 
fects  on  the  public  interest.  On  the  other 
hand,  approval  of  the  application  would 
provide  residents  of  the  area  with  a  con¬ 
venient  source  of  such  insurance  services. 

Based  on  the  foregoing  and  other  con¬ 
siderations  reflected  in  the  record,  the 
Board  has  determined  that  the  consid¬ 
erations  affecting  the  competitive  factors 
under  $  3(c)  of  the  Act  and  the  balance 
of  the  public  interest  factors  the  Board 
must  consider  under  $  4(c)  (8)  both  favor 
approval  of  Applicant’s  proposals. 

Accordingly,  the  applications  are  ap¬ 
proved  for  the  reasons  summarized 
above.  The  acquisition  of  Bank  shall  not 
be  made  before  the  thirtieth  calendar 
day  following  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order;  and  neither  the  acquisition  of 
Bank  nor  commencement  of  insurance 
agency  activities  shall  be  made  later 
than  three  months  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  Order,  unless  such  period  is 
extended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board, 
or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St. 
Louis  pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 
The  determination  as  to  Applicant’s  in¬ 
surance  activities  is  subject  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  set  forth  in  $  225.4(c)  of  Regu¬ 
lation  Y  and  to  the  Board’s  authority  to 
require  reports  by,  and  make  examina¬ 
tion  of,  holding  companies  and  their  sub¬ 
sidiaries  and  to  require  such  modifica¬ 
tion  or  termination  of  the  activities  of  a 
bank  holding  company  or  any  of  its  sub¬ 
sidiaries  as  the  Board  finds  necessary  to 


•  Applicant’s  insurance  activities  would  not 
Involve  the  licensing  of  Applicant  as  an  In¬ 
surance  agent  In  view  of  a  possible  prohibi¬ 
tion  under  State  law.  Applicant’s  employees 
will  enroll  customer-debtors  for  credit  in¬ 
surance  under  group  credit  life  and  group 
credit  accident  and  health  policies  Issued  to 
Applicant  as  policyholder. 
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assure  compliance  with  the  provisions 
and  purposes  of  the  Act  and  the  Board’s 
regulations  and  orders  issued  thereun¬ 
der,  or  to  prevent  evasion  thereof. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,4 
effective  April  6,  1976. 

TsealI  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc .76  10736  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  ami 


SOUTH  DAKOTA  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

South  Dakota  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Pierre, 
South  Dakota  (“Applicant”),  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  the  Board's  approval  under 
§  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(a)(1))  of  forma¬ 
tion  of  a  bank  holding  company  through 
acquisition  of  96  per  cent  or  more  of  the 
voting  shares  of  The  Pierre  National 
Bank,  Pierre,  South  Dakota  (“Bank”). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  §  3(b)  of  the  Act.  The 
time  for  filing  comments  and  views  has 
expired,  and  none  has  been  timely  re¬ 
ceived.  The  Board  has  considered  the 
application  in  light  of  the  factors  set 
forth  In  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
§  1842(c)). 

Applicant,  a  nonoperating  corporation 
with  no  subsidiaries,  was  formed  for  the 
purpose  of  becoming  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  through  the  acquisition  of  shares 
of  Bank.  Upon  acquisition  of  those  shares 
Applicant  would  control  the  14th  largest 
banking  organization  in  South  Dakota 
with  total  deposits  of  approximately  $30.5 
million,  representing  1.1  percent  of  total 
deposits  held  by  commercial  banks  in 
the  State  of  South  Dakota 1  Bank  is  the 
larget  of  six  banks  in  the  relevant  mar¬ 
ket  *  and  holds  38  percent  of  the  deposits 
held  by  commercial  banks  in  that  mar¬ 
ket.  The  purpose  of  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action  is  to  transfer  the  ownership  of 
shares  of  Bank  from  individuals  to  a 
corporation  owned  by  the  same  indivi¬ 
duals.  Principals  of  Applicant  are  also 
substantial  shareholders  in  the  XYZ 
Corporation,  Wall,  South  Dakota,  a  reg¬ 
istered  one-bank  holding  company  which 
owns  81  percent  of  First  Western  Bank, 
Wall,  South  Dakota.  This  bank  is  ap¬ 
proximately  136  road  miles  from  Bank 
and  is  located  in  a  different  banking  mar¬ 
ket.  First  Western  Bank  is  separated 
from  Bank  by  a  large,  sparsely  populated 
region  which  incudes  several  intervening 
banks.  Consummation  of  the  proposal 
would  have  no  adverse  effect  on  existing 
or  potential  competition  or  the  concen- 


» Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Gardner,  Holland,  Cold  well, 
Jackson  and  Partee.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Governor  Walllch. 

1 AU  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1976. 

*  The  relevant  market  Is  approximated  by 
Hughes  County,  the  southern  half  of  Stanley 
County,  and  the  southern  three -fourths  of 
Sully  County. 


NOTICES 

tration  of  banking  resources  in  any  rele¬ 
vant  area  and  the  Board  concludes  that 
competitive  considerations  are  consistent 
with  approval  of  the  application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  Applicant 
are  dependent  upon  those  of  Bank,  which 
are  considered  satisfactory.  Applicant 
proposes  to  service  the  debt  it  will  incur 
as  a  result  of  the  proposed  transaction 
through  dividends  of  Bank  over  a  12-year 
period.  Based  on  Bank’s  past  earnings, 
it  appears  that  Applicant  will  be  able  to 
meet  its  annual  debt-servicing  require¬ 
ments  and  maintain  Bank’s  strong  capi¬ 
tal  position.  Thus,  considerations  relating 
to  banking  factors  are  consistent  with 
approval  of  the  application. 

It  does  not  appear  that  the  convenience 
and  needs  of  the  community  to  be  served 
are  not  being  met  currently.  Although 
there  will  be  no  immediate  change  in  the 
services  offered  by  Bank  upon  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal,  considerations 
relating  to  the  convenience  and  needs  of 
the  community  to  be  served  are  con¬ 
sistent  with  approval  of  the  application. 

As  noted  above,  the  purpose  of  the 
proposed  transaction  is  to  transfer  the 
ownership  of  the  shares  of  Bank  from 
individuals  to  a  corporation  owned  by 
the  same  individuals.  It  is  contemplated 
that  a  family  group  currently  owning  51 
per  cent  of  Bank's  outstanding  shares 
would  receive  all  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Applicant  in  exchange  for  their  shares 
of  Bank.  The  minority  shareholders  of 
Bank  may  elect  to  retain  their  shares 
of  Bank,  sell  their  shares  to  Applicant 
at  approximately  70  percent  of  book 
value,  or  exchange  their  stock  for  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  Class  A  nonvoting  stock.  Con¬ 
sequently,  should  all  of  Bank’s  minority 
stockholders  accept  the  exchange  offer, 
the  majority  group  will  have  obtained 
control  of  all  of  Bank’s  voting  stock. 

It  is  the  Board’s  judgment  that  no 
facet  of  this  transaction  is  a  cause  for 
concern  in  the  administration  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act.  The  inter¬ 
est  of  Bank’s  minority  shareholders  ap¬ 
pear  to  be  amply  protected.  They  may  re¬ 
tain  their  shares  of  Bank  and,  in  such 
case,  their  influence  over  the  affairs  of 
Bank  would  remain  essentially  un¬ 
changed.  The  second  option  mentioned 
above,  sale  of  the  minority’s  Bank  stock 
to  Applicant  for  approximately  70  per 
cent  of  its  book  value,  does  not  appear 
inherently  unreasonable,  in  view  of  the 
limited  market,  if  any,  for  shares  of 
Bank.  Exchanging  their  Bank  stock  for 
Applicant’s  Class  A  nonvoting  stock,  the 
third  choice  available  to  the  minority, 
does  not  appear  unfair  in  view  of  rights 
attaching  to  ownership  of  the  Class  A 
stock.  The  holders  of  these  shares  will  be 
entitled  to  cumulative  preferred  annual 
dividends  of  $1.00  per  share.  Dividends 
may  be  declared  on  Applicant’s  voting 
shares  only  after  dividends  on  the  non¬ 
voting  stock  have  been  paid  for  the  cur¬ 
rent  and  previous  years.  Once  the  cumu¬ 
lative  dividends  paid  to  the  holders  of 
the  voting  stock  equal  on  a  per  share 
basis  those  paid  on  the  nonvoting  stock 
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since  incorporation,  each  class  will  share 
equally  in  any  further  distribution.  Ap¬ 
proximately  82  per  cent  of  Bank’s  minor¬ 
ity  shares  have  been  tendered,  subject 
to  Board  approval  of  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action.  For  the  above-mentioned  reasons. 
It  appears  that  the  rights  of  Bank’s 
minority  shareholders  will  be  preserved 
by  the  proposed  transaction.  Even  were 
this  not  the  case,  however,  it  is  not  clear 
that  the  denial  of  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  application  may  be  predicated 
solely  on  unfair  treatment  of  minority 
stockholders.' 

Applicant  and  its  principals  are  aware 
of  the  Board's  concern  over  stock  re¬ 
demption  by  bank  holding  companies 
where  such  redemption  adversely  affects 
the  capital  of  a  bank  holding  company. 
Applicant's  principals  have  relieved  Ap¬ 
plicant  of  a  former  contingent  obligation 
to  redeem  voting  stock  under  a  buy-sell 
agreement  among  the  principals  and  Ap¬ 
plicant.  In  the  circumstances  of  this  case, 
it  does  not  appear  probable  that  Appli¬ 
cant  would,  in  the  foreseeable  future,  re¬ 
deem  voting  shares  with  consequent  ad¬ 
verse  financial  effects.  In  any  event,  the 
Board  carefully  monitors  the  redemp¬ 
tion  of  bank  holding  company  stock  and 
has  proposed  adoption  of  regulations  that 
would  provide  increased  supervision  of 
such  redemptions.4 

The  Board  is  aware  that  the  proposed 
transaction  will  allow  the  majority  to 
strengthen  its  control  over  Bank.  The 
Board  regards  this  as  a  factor  lending 
weight  toward  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion,  however,  as  it  will  assure  the  con¬ 
tinued  able  management  of  Bank  that 
the  majority  group  has  provided  in  the 
past.  Thus,  the  Board  finds  that  no  as¬ 
pect  of  the  proposed  transaction  reflects 
unfavorably  on  the  financial  and  mana¬ 
gerial  resources  and  future  prospects  of 
Applicant  and  Bank,  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  community  to  be  served,  the 
existing  or  potential  competitive  situa¬ 
tion  in  any  relevant  area  or  any  other 
factor  related  to  the  consideration  of 
bank  holding  company  applications.  It  is 
the  Board’s  judgment  that  consumma¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  transaction  would 
be  in  the  public  interest  and  that  the 
application  should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record/'  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  set 
forth  above.  The  transaction  shall  not  be 
made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calendar 
day  following  the  effective  day  of  this 
Order  or  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  Order, 
unless  such  period  is  extended  for 
good  cause  by  the  Board  or  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  Minneapolis  pur¬ 
suant  to  delegated  authority. 


5  See  Western  Bancshares,  Inc.,  v.  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  480 
F.  2d  749  (10th  Cir.  1973). 

*  40  Fed.  Reg.  68866  (1975). 

•Dissenting  Statement  of  Governor  Cold- 
well  filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 
Washington,  D.C.  20651  or  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Minneapolis. 
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NOTICES 


By  ol  der  of  the  Board  of  Governors  * 
effective  April  2,  1976. 

[  sealI  Griffith  L.  Garwood 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 
|FR  Dor  76-10737  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


VERMILLION  BANKSHARES,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  and  Acquisition  of  General 

Insurance  Agency 

Vermillion  Bankshares,  Inc.,  Vermil¬ 
lion,  Kansas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  5  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  S  1842 
(a)  (1))  of  formation  of  a  bank  holding 
company  through  acquisition  of  100  per 
cent  (less  directors’  qualifying  shares) 
of  the  voting  shares  of  Vermillion  State 
Bank,  Vermillion,  Kansas  (“Bank”) .  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  applied,  pursuant  to 
5  4(c)(8)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C  5  1843 
(c)  (8) )  and  5  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y,  to  acquire  the  net  assets 
of  Vermillion  Valley  Insurance  Agency. 
Vermillion,  Kansas  (“Agency”),  and 
thereby  engage  directly  in  the  activities 
of  a  general  insurance  agency  in  a  com¬ 
munity  with  a  population  of  less  than 
5,000  persons.  Such  activities  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  to  be  closely 
related  to  banking  (12  CFR  5  225.4(a) 
(9)  Oil)  (a)). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  55  3  and  4  of  the  Act 
(41  Federal  Register  9234) .  TTie  time  for 
filing  comments  and  views  has  expired, 
and  the  Board  has  considered  the  appli¬ 
cation  and  all  comments  received  in  light 
of  the  factors  set  forth  in  5  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  5  1842(c))  and  the  con¬ 
siderations  specified  in  5  4(c)  (8)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  5  1843(C)  (8) ). 

Applicant  is  a  nonoperating  corpora¬ 
tion  formed  for  the  purposes  of  becom¬ 
ing  a  bank  holding  company  through 
acquisition  of  Bank  and  of  operating  as 
a  general  insurance  agency.  Applicant’s 
principal  shareholder  recently  purchased 
the  controlling  interest  in  Bank  from 
former  principal  shareholders  of  Bank 
who  are  retiring.  This  proposal  essen¬ 
tially  represents  a  reorganization  in  the 
ownership  of  Bank  from  an  individual 
to  a  corporation  owned  by  the  same  in¬ 
dividual.  Upon  the  acquisition  of  Bank, 
Applicant  would  control  approximately 
0.03  per  cent  of  total  deposits  in  com¬ 
mercial  banks  in  Kansas. 

Bank  holds  deposits  of  about  $2.6  mil¬ 
lion,1  representing  approximately  3.6  per 
cent  of  the  total  deposits  in  commercial 
banks  in  the  relevant  banking  market,* 


•Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Gardner  and  Walllch.  Voting 
against  this  action:  Governor  Ool dwell.  Ab¬ 
sent  and  not  voting:  Governors  Holland, 
Jackson,  and  Partee. 

i  All  hanking  data  are  as  of  December  31. 
1975. 

■The  relevant  banking  market  is  approxi¬ 
mated  by  Marshall  County. 


and  is  the  ninth  largest  of  11  banks  in 
the  relevant  market.  Since  the  subject 
proposal  essentially  represents  a  reorga¬ 
nization  of  Bank’s  ownership  with  no  im¬ 
mediate  change  in  Bank’s  operations,  it 
does  not  appear  that  consummation  of 
the  proposal  would  eliminate  any  signi¬ 
ficant  competition,  increase  the  concen¬ 
tration  of  banking  resources,  or  have  any 
adverse  effects  on  other  banks  in  any  rel¬ 
evant  area.  Therefore,  the  competitive 
considerations  are  consistent  with  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application  to  form  a  bank 
holding  company. 

The  financial  condition  and  manageri¬ 
al  resources  of  Bank  are  considered  sat¬ 
isfactory  and  its  future  prospects  appear 
favorable.  The  financial  resources  and 
future  prospects  of  Applicant  are  de¬ 
pendent  upon  the  operations  of  Bank  and 
Agency.  Applicant  proposes  to  service  the 
debt  it  will  assume  incident  to  this  pro¬ 
posal  over  an  eleven-year  period,  pri¬ 
marily  through  dividends  from  Bank  and 
insurance  commissions  from  Agency.  In 
this  regard,  it  appears  that  the  projected 
earnings  of  Bank  and  Agency  are  reason¬ 
able  and  should  be  sufficient  to  enable 
Applicant  to  service  its  debt  without  im¬ 
pairing  the  financial  condition  of  Bank. 
Accordingly,  considerations  relating  to 
the  banking  factors  are  consistent  with 
approval  of  the  application  to  form  a 
bank  holding  company. 

Although  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  would  effect  no  immediate  changes 
in  the  services  offered  by  Bank,  consid¬ 
erations  relating  to  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  community  to  be  served  are 
consistent  with  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  It  is  the  Board’s  Judgment  that  the 
proposed  acquisition  of  Bank  would  be  in 
the  public  interest  and  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  to  acquire  Bank  should  be  approved. 

In  conjunction  with  its  proposed  for¬ 
mation  of  a  bank  holding  company,  Ap¬ 
plicant  also  proposed  to  acquire  the  net 
assets  of  Agency.  Agency  is  a  general  in¬ 
surance  agency  which  conducts  Its  busi¬ 
ness  on  the  premises  of  Bank.  Following 
consummation  of  this  acquisition,  Appli¬ 
cant  would  engage  directly  In  general  in¬ 
surance  agency  activities,  nils  proposal 
would  assure  the  residents  of  the  Ver¬ 
million  area  of  the  continued  availability 
of  a  convenient  source  of  Insurance 
agency  services,  a  factor  which  the  Board 
regards  as  being  In  the  public  Interest. 
There  is  no  evidence  In  the  record  indi¬ 
cating  that  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  would  result  In  any  undue  concen¬ 
tration  of  resources,  unfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  Interests,  unsound  banking 
practices  or  other  adverse  effects  on  the 
public  Interest. 

Based  on  the  foregoing  and  other  con¬ 
siderations  reflected  In  the  record,  the 
Board  has  determined  that  the  consider¬ 
ations  affecting  the  competitive  factors 
under  5  3(c)  of  the  Act  and  the  balance 
of  the  public  Interest  factors  required  to 
be  considered  under  5  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Act 
favor  approval  of  both  of  Applicant’s 
proposals. 

Accordingly,  the  applications  are  ap¬ 
proved  for  the  reasons  summarized  above. 


The  acquisition  of  Bank  shall  not  be 
made  before  the  thirtieth  calendar  day 
following  the  effective  date  of  this  Or¬ 
der.  The  acquisition  of  Bank  and  Agency 
shall  be  made  not  later  than  three 
months  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order,  unless  such  period  is  extended  for 
good  cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas  City  pur¬ 
suant  to  delegated  authority.  The  deter¬ 
mination  as  to  Applicant’s  insurance  ac¬ 
tivities  is  subject  to  the  conditions  set 
forth  in  5  225.4(c)  of  Regulation  Y  and 
to  the  Board’s  authority  to  require  re¬ 
ports  by,  and  make  examinations  of, 
holding  companies  and  their  subsidiaries 
and  to  require  such  modification  or  ter¬ 
mination  of  the  activities  of  a  bank  hold¬ 
ing  company  or  any  of  its  subsidiaries  as 
the  Board  finds  necessary  to  assure  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  provisions  and  purposes 
of  the  Act  and  the  Board’s  regulations 
and  orders  issued  thereunder,  or  to  pre¬ 
vent  evasion  thereof. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  April  5, 1976. 

r sealI  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.76-10738  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  ami 


FEDERAL  OPEN  MARKET  COMMITTEE 
Domestic  Policy  Directive 

In  accordance  with  $  271.5  of  its  rules 
regarding  availability  of  information, 
there  is  set  forth  below  the  Committee's 
Domestic  Policy  Directive  issued  at  its 
meeting  held  on  February  17-18,  1976.1 

The  Information  reviewed  at  this  meet¬ 
ing  suggests  that  output  of  goods  and  serv¬ 
ices  is  continuing  to  expand  at  a  moderate 
rate  In  the  current  quarter.  In  January  re¬ 
tail  sales  remained  at  an  advanced  level  and 
recovery  in  Industrial  production  continued. 
Gains  in  nonfarm  employment  were  large 
and  widespread  and  the  unemployment  rate 
dropped  from  8.3  per  cent  to  7.8  per  cent. 
Average  wholesale  prices  of  Industrial  com¬ 
modities  increased  somewhat  less  than  In 
the  preceding  2  months,  and  average  prices 
of  farm  products  and  foods  declined  appreci¬ 
ably  further.  The  Index  of  average  wage  rates 
advanced  substantially  In  January,  but  a 
significant  part  of  the  rise  reflected  an  in¬ 
crease  In  the  minimum  wage  on  the  first  of 
the  month. 

The  trade-weighed  value  of  the  dollar  has 
changed  little  over  the  past  4  weeks.  There 
have  been  disturbances  In  foreign  exchange 
markets  affecting  primarily  European  cur¬ 
rencies,  and  rates  for  several  currencies 
have  moved  considerably.  In  December  the 
foreign  trade  surplus  was  substantial,  al¬ 
though  not  as  large  as  In  other  recent 
months,  and  bank-reported  private  capital 
movements  shifted  to  a  net  outflow. 


•Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Gardner,  Holland,  Jackson, 
and  Partee.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Gover¬ 
nors  Walllch  and  Coldwell. 

»  The  Record  of  Policy  Actions  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  for  the  meeting  of  February  17-18, 
1978  is  filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  are  available  on  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
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Mi,  which  had  declined  in  December,  In¬ 
creased  only  a  little  In  January,  but  M2  and 
Mi  rose  considerably.  At  commercial  banks 
and  nonbank  thrift  Institutions,  Inflows  of 
time  and  savings  deposits  other  than  large- 
denomlnatlon  CD’s  expanded  substantially. 
Inflows  into  savings  accounts  were  especially 
large  in  January,  as  short-term  market  in¬ 
terest  rates  continued  to  decline  early  In 
the  month  and  fell  below  Regulation  Q  cell¬ 
ing  rates  on  such  accounts.  In  recent  weeks. 
Interest  rates  on  both  short-  and  long-term 
securities  have  changed  little,  while  mortgage 
Interest  rates  have  declined  somewhat. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing  developments, 
it  is  the  policy  of  the  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee  to  foster  financial  conditions  that 
will  encourage  continued  economic  recovery, 
while  resisting  inflationary  pressures  and 
contributing  to  a  sustainable  pattern  of  in¬ 
ternational  transactions. 

To  Implement  this  policy,  while  taking  ac¬ 
count  of  developments  In  domestic  and  In¬ 
ternational  flnancal  markets,  the  Committee 
seeks  to  maintain  prevailing  bank  reserve 
and  money  market  conditions  over  the  period 
immediately  ahead,  provided  that  monetary 
aggregates  appear  to  be  growing  at  about  the 
rates  currently  expected. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee,  April  5,  1976. 

Arthur  L.  Broida, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10733  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am) 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

ARCHIVES  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ar¬ 
chives  Advisory  Council  shown  below  will 
meet  at  the  time  and  place  indicated. 
Anyone  who  is  interested  in  attending  or 
wants  additional  information  should 
contact  the  person  shown  below. 

Regional  Archives  Advisory  Council 
region  3 

Meeting  date:  April  29,  1976. 

Time:  8:00  p.m. 

Place:  KEHR  Union,  Bloomsburg 
State  College,  Bloomsburg.  PA  17815. 

Agenda:  Research  potential  for  Ar¬ 
chives  Branch  holdings;  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  and  Privacy  Act;  the  Cen¬ 
ter  for  the  Documentary  Study  of  the 
American  Revolution. 

For  further  information  contact:  Dr. 
Frank  B.  Evans,  NARS  Regional  Com¬ 
missioner,  7th  &  D  Streets,  SW  Room 
7016,  Washington.  D.C.  20407,  (202)  472- 
1223. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  April  9, 
1976. 

James  B.  Rhoads, 
Archivist  of  the  United  States. 

[FR  Doc.76-10825  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 

LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 
BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS 
Meeting 

April  9,  1976. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Di¬ 
rectors  of  the  Legal  Services  Corporation 


will  be  held  on  Friday,  April  23  and 
Saturday,  April  24,  1976  In  room  426  of 
the  Cloyd  Heck  Marvin  Center,  George 
Washington  University,  800  21st  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9:00  a.m.  on 
both  days  and  will  be  for  the  purpose  of 
hearing  reports  from  the  Board’s  com¬ 
mittees  and  the  President  of  the  Cor¬ 
poration. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 

Thomas  Ehrlich, 
President. 

[FR  Doc.76  10727  Filed  4-13  76:8  45  am| 

COMMITTEE  ON  PROVISION  OF  LEGAL 
SERVICES 

Meeting 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Committee 
on  Provision  of  Legal  Services  of  the 
Board  of  Directors  of  the  Legal  Services 
Corporation  will  be  held  on  Thursday. 
April  22,  1976,  in  room  406  of  the  Cloyd 
Heck  Marvin  Center,  George  Washing¬ 
ton  University.  The  Marvin  Center  is 
located  at  800  21st  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  7:30  p  m. 
and  will  be  open  to  the  public. 

Thomas  Ehrlich, 

President. 

| FR  Doc.76-10955  Filed  4-13-76:9:28  am| 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

|  Release  No.  12322:  (SR-PCC-75  1 )  ] 

PACIFIC  CLEARING  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Proposed  Rule  Changes 

April  7,  1976. 

On  December  23,  1975,  the  Pacific 
Clearing  Corporation  (“PCC”) ,  453  South 
Spring  Street,  Los  Angeles,  California, 
90014,  filed  with  the  Commission,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  19(b)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the  "Act”), 
as  amended  by  the  Securities  Acts 
Amendments  of  1975,  and  Rule  19b-4 
thereunder,  copies  of  proposed  rule 
changes. 

The  proposed  rule  changes  amend 
Rule  XX  of  the  Rules  of  Pacific  Stock 
Exchange.  Incorporated,  by  adding 
thereto  a  new  Section  6.  providing  for  an 
over-reposit  requirement,  and  a  new  Sec¬ 
tion  7,  providing  for  the  creation  and 
operation  of  a  Participants’  Fund. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  changes  to¬ 
gether  with  the  terms  of  substance  of  the 
proposed  rule  changes  was  given  by  pub¬ 
lication  of  a  Commission  Release  'Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  11994, 
January  9,  1976)  and  by  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (41  Fed.  Reg.  2451, 
January  16,  1976).  By  letter  dated 
March  26.  1976,  PCC  amended  its  sub¬ 
mission.  This  letter  has  been  placed  in 
the  public  file  and  has  been  incorporated 
in  the  submission. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  changes  are  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 


rules  and  regulations  thereunder  appli¬ 
cable  to  PCC,  and  in  particular,  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  17A,  and  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
rule  change  contained  in  the  Commission 
file  SRr-PCC-75-1  be,  and  it  hereby  is, 
approved. 

By  the  Commission. 

(seal!  George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76  10753  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am  | 


|  R  lease  No.  12324;  (SR- PCC  76  3  t  | 

PACIFIC  CLEARING  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Rule  Change  Submitted  by 
the  Pacific  Clearing  Corporation,  Incor¬ 
porated  for  the  Establishment  of  a  Sate! 
lite  Facility  in  Portland,  Oregon 

April  7.  1976. 

On  February  17,  1976.  the  Pacific- 
Clearing  Corporation  ("PCC”),  453 

South  Spring  Street,  Los  Angeles,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  90013,  submitted  a  proposed  rule 
change  under  Rule  19b-4  under  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  15  U.S.C. 
78<s)  (the  "Act”).  The  rule  change  was 
designed  to  enable  PCC  to  establish  a 
satellite  facility  in  Portland,  Oregon.  In 
accordance  with  Section  19(b)  of  the  Act 
and  Rule  19b-4  thereunder,  the  rule 
change  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (41  Fed.  Reg.  9013,  March  2. 
1976) ,  and  the  public  was  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments.  Notice  of  the  filing  and 
an  invitation  for  comments  also  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  SEC  Docket  on  February 
23.  1976.  (Securities  Exchange  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  12130)  No  letters  of  comment 
were  received. 

As  described  in  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Release  No.  34-12130,  the  PCC  sub¬ 
mission  consists  of  a  plan  to  establish 
a  satellite  facility  for  local  brokers  and 
banks  for  processing  at  the  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  and  Los  Angeles  offices  of  PCC  and 
Pacific  Securities  Depository  Trust  Com¬ 
pany.  By  letter  dated  March  22,  1976. 
PCC  made  additional  representations 
with  respect  to  insurance  coverage,  audit 
requirements,  and  physical  security  at 
the  Portland  facility.  This  letter  has  been 
placed  in  the  public  file  and  has  been 
incorporated  in  the  submission.  In  con¬ 
nection  with  the  submission,  the  Com¬ 
mission  must  determine,  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (g)  of  Rules  8c- 1  and  15c2-l 
under  the  Act,  that  the  agreements,  pro¬ 
visions  and  safeguards  established  by 
PCC  are  adequate  for  the  protection  of 
investors. 

The  Commission  has  reviewed  the 
PCC  submission  and  finds  that  the  agree¬ 
ments,  provisions  and  safeguards  estab¬ 
lished  by  PCC  are  adequate  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors.  The  Commission 
finds  also  that  the  rule  change  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Act,  that  the  rule 
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change  contained  in  Pile  No.  SR-PCC- 
76-3  be,  and  hereby  is,  approved. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-10754  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Release  No.  12323;  (SR^PSP-75-1)  ] 

PACIFIC  SECURITIES  DEPOSITORY 
TRUST  CO. 

Order  Approving  Proposed  Rule  Change 

April  7,  1976. 

On  December  24,  1975,  the  Pacific  Se¬ 
curities  Depository  Trust  Company 
(“PSD") ,  301  Pine  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  94104,  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the 
“Act”),  as  amended  by  the  Securities 
Acts  Amendments  of  1975,  and  Rule 
19b-4  thereunder,  copies  of  a  proposed 
rule  change. 

The  proposed  rule  change  amends  Ar¬ 
ticle  XI  of  the  PSD  By-Laws  relating  to 
operation  of  a  Participants’  Fund. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change 
together  with  the  terms  of  substance  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  was  given  by 
publication  of  a  Commission  Release 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
11995,  January  9,  1976)  and  by  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  Fed. 
Reg.  2453,  January  16,  1976).  By  letter 
dated  March  26,  1976,  PSD  amended  its 
submission.  This  letter  has  been  placed  in 
the  public  file  and  has  been  incorporated 
in  the  submission. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  is  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder  applicable  to 
PSD,  and  in  particular,  the  requirements 
of  Section  17A,  and  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  contained  in  Com¬ 
mission  file  SR-PSD-75-1  be,  and  it 
hereby  is,  approved. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10756  Filed  4-13-76;8:46  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No.  1219; 

Amendment  No.  1] 

ILLINOIS 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

In  addition  to  previously  declared 
counties  (See  41  F.R.  14027),  Champaign 
and  adjacent  counties  within  the  State 
of  Illinois  constitute  a  disaster  area  be¬ 
cause  of  damage  resulting  from  a  tor¬ 
nado  on  March  20, 1976.  Eligible  persons, 
firms  and  organizations  may  file  applica¬ 
tions  for  loans  for  physical  damage  until 
the  close  of  business  on  May  26, 1976,  and 
for  economic  Injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  December  27,  1976,  at: 


Small  Business  Administration,  Branch  Of¬ 
fice,  602  East  Monroe  Street,  Room  816, 
Springfield,  Illinois  62701 

and  other  locally  announced  locations. 

Dated:  March  30, 1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelinski, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-10768  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No.  1208; 
Amendment  No.  2] 

MAINE 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

In  addition  to  previously  declared 
counties  (See  41  F.R.  7601  and  41  F.R. 
9235)  Lincoln  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Maine  constitute  a 
disaster  area  because  of  damage  result¬ 
ing  from  heavy  rains,  flooding  and  high 
winds  on  February  2,  1976.  Eligible  per¬ 
sons,  firms  and  organizations  may  file 
applications  for  loans  for  physical  dam¬ 
age  until  the  close  of  business  on  April 
12,  1976,  and  for  economic  injury  until 
the  close  of  business  on  November  12, 
1976,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District  Of¬ 
fice,  40  Western  Avenue,  Augusta,  Maine 
04330 

or  other  locally  announced  locations.  v 
Dated:  March  30, 1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelinski, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.76-10768  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No.  1220; 

Amendment  No.  1] 

MICHIGAN 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
41  FR.  14028)  is  amended  by  adding 
Macomb  and  Oakland  Counties,  and  ad¬ 
jacent  counties,  within  the  State  of 
Michigan,  as  the  result  of  tornadoes  oc- 
curing  on  March  20,  1976.  Eligible  per¬ 
sons,  firms  and  organizations  may  file 
applications  for  loans  for  physical  dam¬ 
age  until  the  close  of  business  on  May 
18,  1976,  and  for  economic  injury  until 
the  dose  of  business  on  December  20, 
1976. 

Dated:  March  30, 1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelinski, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-10770  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No.  1221; 

Amendment  No.  1  ] 

NEW  YORK 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 
The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
41  F.R.  14028)  is  amended  by  adding  the 
town  of  Perrysburg,  Cattaraugus  County, 
within  the  State  of  New  York,  as  the 
result  of  an  ice  storm  and  subsequent 


severe  storms  and  flooding  beginning 
about  March  2, 1976. 

Dated:  April  1, 1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelinski, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.76-10771  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Delegation  of  Authority  No.  15-A; 

Amendment  3] 

DIRECTOR,  OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 

Delegation  of  Administrative,  Financial  and 
Investigation  Activities 

Delegation  of  Authority  No.  15-A  (37 
FR  24716),  as  amended  (38  FR  19294 
and  40  FR  23125),  is  hereby  further 
amended  to  delegate  authority  for  the 
procurement  of  training  requirements 
for  Central  Office  personnel. 

Section  D  is  therefore  added  to  Dele¬ 
gation  of  Authority  No.  15-A  as  follows: 

D.  Personnel  Training  Authority. 

L  Director.  Offl.ce  of  Personnel,  a.  To 
obligate  the  Agency  for  procurement  of 
training  for  Central  Office  personnel  not 
to  exceed  $750.00  per  single  transaction. 

2.  Chief.  Training  Division,  a.  Same 
as  D.l.a.,  above. 

Effective  date:  April  14, 1976. 

Dated:  April 7, 1976. 

Herbert  T.  Mills, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 

for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.76-10772  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

April  9,  1976. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  with¬ 
in  15  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

FSA  No.  43149 — Joint  Water-Rail 
Container  Rates — Pacific  Far  East  Line, 
Inc.  Filed  by  Pacific  Far  East  Line,  Inc., 
(No.  6),  for  itself  and  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  general  commodities, 
from  rail  stations  on  the  U.S.  Atlantic 
and  Gulf  Seaboard,  to  ports  in  the  Per¬ 
sian  Gulf. 

Grounds  for  relief — Water  competi¬ 
tion. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-10800  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 
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[Notice  No.  24] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

April  9,  1976. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  and  will  be  published  only  once. 
This  list  contains  prospective  assign¬ 
ments  only  and  does  not  include  cases 
previously  assigned  hearing  dates.  The 
hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as  presently 
reflected  In  the  Official  Docket  of  the 
Commission.  An  attempt  will  be  made  to 
publish  notices  of  cancellation  of  hear¬ 
ings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  inter¬ 
ested  parties  should  take  appropriate 
steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified  of 
cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  In  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  141539,  Gordon  Hart,  DBA  Hart  Trans¬ 
port,  now  assigned  May  17,  1976,  at  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  wUl  be  held  in  Magistrate  Court 
A,  Boom  742,  US.  District  Courthouse  & 
Customs,  1114  Market  Street. 

MC  106674  Sub  166,  Schilli  Motor  Lines,  Inc., 
now  assigned  May  11,  1976,  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  will  be  held  in  Magistrate  Court  A, 
Room  742,  U.S.  District  Courthouse  &  Cus¬ 
toms,  1114  Market  Street. 

MC  116325  Sub  71,  Jennings  Bond,  DBA  Bond 
enterprises,  now  assigned  May  13,  1976,  at 
St.  Louis,  Mo.  will  be  held  in  Magistrate 
Court  A,  Room  742,  U.S.  District  Court¬ 
house  &  Customs,  1114  Market  Street. 

MC  134922  Sub  126,  B.  J.  Mcadams,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  May  18, 1976,  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.  will 
be  held  in  Magistrate  Court  A,  Room  742, 
V JB.  District  Courthouse  &  Customs,  1114 
Market  Street. 

MC  128273  Sub  196,  Midwestern  Distribution, 
Inc.  and  MC  114467  Sub  247,  Dart  Transit 
Company,  now  assigned  May  20,  1976,  at 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  will  be  held  in  Magistrate 
Court  A,  Boom  742,  U.S.  District  Court¬ 
house  &  Customs,  1114  Market  Street. 
MC-F-12673,  Bobert  Neff  &  Sons,  Inc.;  Trail- 
ways  Express,  Inc.  and  The  Columbus- 
Clnclnnatl  Trucking  Company,  A  Corp. — 
Investigation  of  Control,  now  assigned  May 
19(  1976,  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  is  postponed 
Indefinitely. 

MC  118899  (Sub  89),  Great  Western  Truck¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc.  now  being  assigned  April  22, 
1976  (1  day),  at  New  Orleans,  Louisiana 
and  will  be  held  in  Boom  223,  East  Court¬ 
room,  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals,  600  Camp 
Street. 

No.  36086,  Tennessee  Public  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  V.  Louisville  and  Nashville  Bailroad  Co., 
Et  Al.  and  No.  36376,  Investigation  Into 
Abandonment  of  TOFC  Services  By  Louis¬ 
ville  &  Nashville  Bailroad  At  Points  In 
Tennessee,  now  assigned  May  17,  1976,  at 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  will  be  held  in  Boom  A- 
761,  801  Broadway. 

MC  140389  Sub  2,  Osborn  Transportation, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  May  11, 1976,  at  Atlanta, 
Ga.  will  be  held  in  Boom  305,  1252  Peach¬ 
tree  Street,  N.W.' 

AB-6  Sub  26,  Burlington  Northern,  Inc., 
Abandonment  Between  Maitland  And  Skid¬ 
more,  Within  Holt  and  Nodaway  Counties, 
Missouri,  now  being  assigned  July  20,  1976 
(2  days),  at  Skidmore,  Mo.,  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC-F  12725,  Best  Befrigated  Express,  Inc. — 
Investigation  of  Control — Scott  Truck  Line, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  July  23,  1976  (1 
day),  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 


MC-F  12664,  United  Transports,  Inc. — Con¬ 
trol — Slmanek,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
July  26,  1976  (2  days),  at  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  135877  Sub  61,  LTL  Perishables,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  July  28,  1976  (3  days), 
at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

(seal]  '  Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-10799  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 

CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY— ELIMINA¬ 
TION  OF  GATEWAY  APPLICATIONS 

Notice 

April  9,  1976. 

The  following  applications  to  elimi¬ 
nate  gateways  for  the  purpose  of  re¬ 
ducing  highway  congestion,  alleviating 
air  and  noise  pollution,  minimizing  safety 
hazards,  and  conserving  fuel  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  under  the  Commission’s  Gate¬ 
way  Elimination  Rules  (49  CPR  1065(d) 
(2) ),  and  notice  thereof  to  all  interested 
persons  is  hereby  given  as  provided  in 
such  rules. 

Carriers  having  a  genuine  interest  In 
an  application  may  file  an  original  and 
three  copies  of  verified  statements  in  op¬ 
position  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  on  or  before  May  14,  1976. 
(This  procedure  is  outlined  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  report  and  order  in  Gateway 
Elimination,  119  M.C.C.  530.)  A  copy  of 
the  verified  statement  in  opposition  must 
also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
named  representative.  The  verified  state¬ 
ment  should  contain  all  the  evidence 
upon  which  protestant  relies  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  proceeding  including  a  detailed 
statement  of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proposal.  No  rebuttal  statements  will  be 
accepted. 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  270G),  filed 
June  13,  1974.  Applicant:  CRST,  INC. 
(Operator  of  Bos  Lines,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Richard  P.  Moore,  Suite 
315,  Commerce  Exchange  Building,  2720 
First  Avenue  NE.,  P.O.  Box  1943,  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa  52406.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat 
by-products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  except  commodities 
in  bulk,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  West  Point, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Minnesota  and  those 
points  in  Missouri  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  50,  and  on  the  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  63.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Iowa. 

Not*. — The  above  authority  was  purchased 
by  CBST,  Inc.,  pursuant  to  MC-F-10199.  This 
gateway  elimination  case  Is  reopened  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Policy  Statement  published  In  the 
Federal  Begister  Issue  of  January  16,  1976. 


Office  of  Proceedings 

IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 

CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY— ELIMINA¬ 
TION  OF  GATEWAY  LETTER-NOTICES 

The  following  letter-notices  of  propos¬ 
als  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution, 
minimizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserv¬ 
ing  fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  under  the 
Commission’s  Gateivay  Elimination 
Rules  (49  CFR  1065) ,  and  notice  thereof 
to  all  interested  persons  is  hereby  given 
as  provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  within  10  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication.  A  copy  must  also  be  served 
upon  applicant  or  its  representative.  Pro¬ 
tests  against  the  elimination  of  a  gate¬ 
way  will  not  operate  to  stay  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E202),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated: 
(1)  from  points  in  Guadalupe,  Torrance, 
Los  Alamos,  Valencia,  Sandoval,  Santa 
Fe,  Bernalillo,  and  San  Miguel  Counties, 
N.  Mex.,  to  points  in  Marshall,  De  Kalb, 
Limestone,  Morgan,  Jackson,  and  Madi¬ 
son  Counties,  Ala.;  Putnam,  Baker,  Clay, 
St.  Johns,  Alachua,  Bradford,  Union, 
Duval,  Nassau,  Flagler,  Marion,  Levy, 
Volusia,  Seminole,  Osceola,  Pinellas,  Her¬ 
nando,  Orange,  Pasco,  Citrus,  Indian 
River,  Polk,  Brevard,  Hillsboro, 
Sumter,  Lake,  St.  Lucie,  Okeechobee, 
Hendry,  Hardee,  Glades,  DeSoto,  Char¬ 
lotte,  Manatee,  Lee,  and  Highlands 
Counties,  Fla. ;  Haralson,  Whitfield, 
Chattooga,  Heard,  Walker,  Dade,  Mur¬ 
ray,  Catoosa,  Douglas,  Paulding,  Carroll, 
Bartow,  Polk,  Floyd,  Gordon,  Lumpkin, 
Pickens,  Towns,  Jasper,  Henry,  Fannin, 
Clarke,  Coweta,  Madison,  Rabun,  Union, 
Gwinnett,  Jackson,  Fayette,  Butts, 
Cherokee,  Morgan,  Rockdale,  Walton, 
Habersham,  Dawson,  Forsyth,  Banks, 
Borrow,  Newton,  Spalding,  White,  Hall, 
DeKalb,  Franklin,  Clayton,  Oconee, 
Stephens.  Gilmer,  Hart,  Elbert,  Fulton, 
Cobb,  Wilkinson,  Taliaferro,  Lincoln, 
Columbia,  Emanuel,  Wilkes,  Richmond, 
Laurends,  Burke,  Baldwin,  Washington, 
Putnam,  Johnson,  Greene,  Warren, 
Oglethrope,  Jenkins,  Jefferson,  Treutlen, 
McDuffie,  Glascock,  Hancock,  Screven, 
Effingham,  Liberty,  Bullock,  Evans, 
Bryan,  Canuler,  Chatham,  Wheeler, 
Wayne,  Jeff  Davis,  Bacon,  Ware,  Tatt¬ 
nall,  Glynn,  Appling,  McIntosh,  Toombs, 
Brantley,  Montgomery,  To  Ware,  Cam¬ 
den,  Pierce,  Long,  and  Charlton  Counties, 
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Ga.;  points  in  South  Carolina;  points 
in  Robertson,  Pickett,  Wilson,  Clay, 
Montgomery,  Overton,  Cannon,  Cheat¬ 
ham,  Rutherford,  Trousdale,  Macon, 
Dickson,  Smith,  Williamson,  Jackson, 
DeKalb,  Sumner,  Putnam,  Davidson, 
Marshall,  Van  Buren,  Meigs,  Rhea,  Bled¬ 
soe,  White,  Hamilton,  Monroe,  Polk,  Fen¬ 
tress,  Warren,  Lincoln,  Moore,  Grundy, 
Franklin,  Roane,  Marion,  McMinn,  Cof¬ 
fee,  Cumberland,  Sequatchie,  Loudon, 
Morgan,  Bradley,  Bedford.  Union,  Unicoi, 
Scott,  Blount,  Hawkins,  Hancock,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Campbell,  Jefferson,  Sullivan, 
Anderson,  Carter,  Johnson.  Hamblen, 
Greene,  Grainger,  Knox,  Sevier,  Clai¬ 
borne,  Cocke,  Stewart,  Weakley,  Henry, 
Giles,  Houston,  Lewis,  Henderson,  De¬ 
catur,  Wayne,  Maury,  Hardin,  Hum¬ 
phreys,  Perry,  Benton,  Lawrence,  Hick¬ 
man,  and  Carroll  Counties,  Tenn. 

(2)  From  points  in  McKinley,  Rio 
Arriba,  San  Juan  Counties,  N.  Mex.,  to 
points  in  Chambers,  Coosa,  Randolph,  St. 
Clair,  Tallapoosa,  Cullman,  Etowah, 
Shelby,  Talladega,  Chilton,  Calhoun, 
Blount,  Clay,  Elmore,  Jefferson,  Bibb, 
Cleburne,  Lee,  Cherokee,  Autauga,  Tus¬ 
caloosa,  Marion,  Colbert,  Lamar,  Win¬ 
ston,  Pickens,  Walker,  Lauderdale, 
Franklin,  Lawrence,  Fayette,  Marshall, 
De  Kalb,  Madison,  Morgan,  Limestone, 
Jackson,  Russell,  Dale,  Coffee,  Henry, 
Pike,  Bullock,  Macon,  Montgomery,  Bar¬ 
bour,  Geneva,  Crenshaw,  Covington,  and 
Houston  Counties,  Ala.;  Putnam,  Duval, 
Alachua,  St.  Johns,  Nassau,  Bradford, 
Union,  Levy,  Marion,  Flagler,  Clay, 
Baker,  Suwannee,  Hamilton,  Lafayette, 
Liberty,  Taylor,  Franklin,  Madison, 
Wakulla,  Dixie,  Jefferson,  Gadsden, 
Columbia,  Gilchrist,  Leon,  Polk,  Sumter, 
Osceola,  Seminole,  Pinellas,  Hernando, 
Pasco,  Lake,  Citrus,  Indian  River, 
Volusia,  Brevard,  Hillsboro,  Orange,  St. 
Lucie,  Dade,  Palm  Beach,  Collier,  Martin, 
Monroe,  Broward,  Hardee,  Highlands, 
Sarasota,  Hendry,  Okeechobee,  Glades, 
Manatee,  De  Soto,  Lee,  and  Charlotte 
Counties,  Fla.;  points  in  Georgia  and 
South  Carolina;  points  in  Montgomery, 
Overton,  Putnam,  Dickson,  Trousdale, 
Rutherford,  Wilson,  Cheatham,  Sumner, 
Jackson,  DeKalb,  Clay,  Smith,  Macon, 
Davidson,  Cannon,  Robertson,  Pickett, 
Williamson,  Roane,  Monroe,  Franklin, 
Warren,  Loudon,  Marion,  Lincoln,  Coffee, 
White,  Cumberland,  McMinn,  Moore,  Se¬ 
quatchie,  Morgan,  Bedford,  Marshall, 
Grundy,  Fentress,  Polk,  Bledsoe,  Meigs, 
Hamilton,  Van  Buren,  Rhea,  Bradley, 
Union,  Grainger,  Hamblen,  Johnson, 
Cocke,  Scott,  Sevier,  Knox,  Washington, 
Hancock,  Sullivan,  Anderson,  Greene, 
Hawkins,  Unicoi,  Blount,  Claiborne,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Carter,  Campbell,  Weakley,  Hick¬ 
man.  Humphreys,  Carroll,  Wayne,  Perry, 
Hardin,  Decatur,  Henderson,  Maury, 
Houston,  Giles,  Lewis,  Henry,  Stewart, 
Lawrence,  and  Benton  Counties,  Tenn. 

(3)  From  points  in  Union,  Colfax, 
Harding,  Mora,  and  Taos  Counties,  N. 
Mex.,  to  points  in  Morgan,  De  Kalb, 
Limestone,  Jackson,  Madison,  and  Mar¬ 
shall  Counties,  Ala.;  Nassau,  Putnam, 
Baker,  St.  Johns,  Levy,  Bradford,  Union, 
Clay,  Flagler,  Duval,  Marion,  Alachua, 
Pinellas,  Volusia,  Indian  River,  Pasco, 


Lake,  Brevard,  Polk,  Orange,  Citrus, 
Seminole,  Osceola,  Hernando,  Sumter, 
Hillsboro,  Palm  Beach,  Collier,  St.  Lucie, 
Martin,  Broward,  Dade,  Monroe,  High¬ 
lands,  Hendry,  Sarasota,  De  Soto,  Okee¬ 
chobee,  Glades,  Lee,  Hardee,  Manatee, 
and  Charlotte  Counties,  Fla.;  points  in 
Georgia  and  South  Carolina  and  points 
in  Williamson,  Overton,  Smith,  Cheat¬ 
ham,  Rutherford,  Montgomery,  Sumner, 
Clay,  Robertson,  Wilson,  Trousdale,  Dav¬ 
idson,  Putnam,  Macon,  Dickson,  DeKalb, 
Pickett,  Jackson,  Cannon,  Marshall,  Fen¬ 
tress,  Polk,  Roane,  Bradley,  Meigs,  Mor¬ 
gan,  Franklin,  Sequatchie,  Coffee,  Mon¬ 
roe,  McMinn,  Grundy,  Van  Buren,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Lincoln,  Loudon,  Rhea,  Warren, 
Bedford,  Moore,  Marion,  Hamilton, 
White,  Bledsoe,  Knox,  Grainger,  Sulli¬ 
van,  Carter,  Union,  Greene,  Johnson, 
Claiborne,  Washington,  Hamblen,  Hawk¬ 
ins,  Anderson,  Scott,  Hancock,  Jefferson, 
Blount.  Cocke,  Unicoi,  Sevier,  Campbell, 
Stewart,  Houston,  Perry,  Giles,  Weakley, 
Humphreys,  Henry,  Hardin,  Wayne, 
Lawrence,  Benton,  Hickman,  Lewis,  Car- 
roll,  Henderson,  Maury,  and  Decatur, 
Tenn.;  (4)  from  points  in  Catron,  Otero, 
Dona  Ana,  Sierra,  Grant,  Socorro,  Hidal¬ 
go,  and  Luna  Counties,  N.  Mex.,  to  points 
in  Marshall,  Morgan,  DeKalb,  Madison, 
Jackson,  and  Limestone  Counties,  Ala.; 
Haralson,  Whitfield,  Catoosa,  Heard, 
Walker,  Dade,  Murray,  Bartow,  Douglas, 
Paulding,  Chattooga,  Floyd,  Polk,  Car- 
roll,  Gordon,  Lumpkin,  Pickens,  Towns, 
Hart,  Gwinnett,  Elbert,  Barrow,  Banks, 
Madison,  Rabun,  Union,  Henry,  Haber¬ 
sham,  Fannin,  Butts,  Clarke,  Morgan, 
Rockdale,  Walton,  Jackson,  Hall,  Fay¬ 
ette,  Cherokee,  Clayton,  Newton,  Spald¬ 
ing,  White,  Jasper,  Dawson,  Forsyth, 
Cobb,  Oconee,  Stephens,  Fulton,  Gilmer, 
De  Kalb,  Franklin,  Coweta,  Wilkinson, 
Taliaferro,  Lincoln,  Jefferson,  Glascock, 
Wilkes,  Richmond,  Laurens,  Baldwin, 
Greene,  Washington,  Putnam,  Johnson, 
Burke,  Warren,  Oglethorpe,  Jenkins,  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Treutlen,  McDuffie,  Hancock, 
Emanuel,  Liberty,  Chatham,  Screven,  Ef¬ 
fingham,  Bryan,  Evans,  Bullock,  and 
Candler  Counties,  Ga.;  points  in  South 
Carolina;  points  in  Sumner,  Smith,  Ov¬ 
erton,  Clay,  Pickett,  Robertson,  Jackson, 
Davidson,  Wilson,  Rutherford,  Macon, 
DeKalb,  Putnam,  Williamson,  Cannon, 
Dickson,  Trousdale,  Montgomery,  Cheat¬ 
ham,  Marshall,  Hamilton,  Polk,  Warren, 
Coffee,  Marion,  Meigs,  Rhea,  White, 
Cumberland,  McMinn,  Monroe,  Roane, 
Bedford,  Fentress,  Loudon,  Moore,  Se¬ 
quatchie,  Bledsoe,  Franklin,  Lincoln, 
Morgan,  Van  Buren,  Bradley,  Grundy, 
Union,  Unicoi,  Johnson,  Carter,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Sullivan,  Hamblen,  Claiborne, 
Hawkins,  Sevier,  Anderson,  Cocke,  Han¬ 
cock,  Scott,  Blount,  Grainger,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Knox,  Campbell,  Greene,  Houston, 
Perry,  Carroll,  Henry,  Humphreys,  Lewis, 
Decatur,  Hickman,  Wayne,  Weakley, 
Giles,  Stewart,  Maury,  Hardin,  Lawrence, 
Benton,  and  Henderson  Counties,  Tenn. 

(5)  From  points  in  De  Baca,  Roosevelt, 
Eddy,  Lea,  Chaves,  Lincoln,  Curry,  and 
Quay  Counties,  N.  Mex.,  to  points  in 
Spartanburg,  Edgefield,  Saluda,  Union, 
Greenwood,  York,  Lamens,  Cherokee, 


McCormick,  Chester,  Newberry,  Florence, 
Williamsburg,  Marion,  Clarendon,  Dillon, 
Georgetown,  and  Horry  Counties,  S.C.; 
Sullivan,  Sevier,  Unicoi,  Anderson, 
Union,  Jefferson,  Hamblen,  Blount,  Haw¬ 
kins,  Johnson,  Campbell,  Carter,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Knox,  Grainger,  Claiborne,  Han¬ 
cock,  Scott,  Greene,  and  Cocke  Counties, 
Tenn.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Evansville, 
Ind.,  and  points  in  Kentucky. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E203),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated; 
(1)  from  points  in  Albany,  Kings,  Queens, 
Ulster,  Bronx,  Nassau,  Rensellar,  West¬ 
chester,  Columbia,  New  York,  Richmond, 
Dutchess,  Orange,  Rockland,  Greene, 
Putnam,  and  Sullivan  Counties,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  Gaston,  Avery,  Watauga,  Yad¬ 
kin,  Cleveland,  Ashe,  Surry,  Iredell, 
Catawba,  Alleghany,  Mecklenburg,  Cald¬ 
well,  Alexander,  Lincoln,  Burke,  Wilkes, 
Cherokee,  Jackson,  Haywood,  Ruther¬ 
ford,  Buncombe,  Clay,  Graham,  Polk, 
Mitchell,  Yancey,  Madison,  Macon, 
Transylvania,  McDowell,  Henderson,  and 
Swain  Counties,  N.C.;  Marlboro,  Cal¬ 
houn,  Darlington,  Lee,  Aiken,  Chester¬ 
field,  Lancaster,  Sumter,  Keeshaw,  Rich¬ 
land,  Fairfield,  Lexington,  York,  New¬ 
berry,  Union,  Spartanburg,  McCormick, 
Greenwood,  Saluda,  Chester,  Edgefield, 
Lamens,  Cherokee,  Ocomee,  Greenville, 
Abbeville,  Anderson,  and  Pickens  Coun¬ 
ties,  S.C.;  and  Lincoln,  Wayne,  Cabell, 
Putnam,  Boone,  Mingo,  and  Logan  Coun¬ 
ties,  W.  Va.;  (2)  from  points  in  Suffolk 
County,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Iredell,  Wilkes, 
Yadkin,  Alexander,  Lincoln,  Gaston, 
Avery,  Mecklenburg,  Cleveland,  Burke, 
Surry,  Alleghany,  Caldwell,  Watauga, 
Ashe,  Catawba,  Madison,  McDowell, 
Graham,  Buncombe,  Mitchell,  Transyl¬ 
vania,  Macon,  Polk,  Cherokee,  Haywood, 
Rutherford,  Clay,  Henderson,  Swain, 
Yancey,  and  Jackson  Counties,  N.C.; 
Calhoun,  Keeshaw,  Richland,  Sumter, 
Marlboro,  Aiken,  Chesterfield,  Lancaster, 
Darlington,  Lee,  Fairfield,  Lexington, 
Chester,  York,  Cherokee,  Edgefield, 
Union,  Greenwood,  Lamens,  Spartan¬ 
burg,  McCormick,  Saluda,  Newberry, 
Anderson,  Pickens,  Greenville,  Ocomee, 
and  Abbeville  Counties,  S.C.;  Logan, 
Lincoln,  Mingo,  Boone,  Wayne,  Cabell, 
and  Putnam  Counties,  W.  Va. 

(3)  From  points  in  Hamilton,  Warren, 
Clinton,  Montgomery,  Essex,  Saratoga, 
Franklin,  Schenectady,  Fulton,  and 
Washington  Counties,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Lincoln,  Yadkin,  Burke,  Ashe,  Mecklen¬ 
burg,  Iredell,  Avery,  Surry,  Cleveland, 
Alleghany,  Watauga,  Catawba,  Alexan¬ 
der,  Wilkes,  Caldwell,  Gaston,  Mitchell, 
Yancey,  Haywood,  Buncombe,  Polk,  Ma¬ 
con,  Graham,  Rutherford,  McDowell, 
Clay,  Swain,  Jackson,  Cherokee,  Tran¬ 
sylvania,  Henderson,  and  Madison  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.C.;  Richland,  Lancaster,  Calhoun, 
Sumter,  Keeshaw,  Aiken,  Marlboro,  Fair- 
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field,  Lexington,  Darlington,  Lee,  Ches¬ 
terfield,  York,  Edgefield,  Spartanburg, 
Newberry,  Chester,  McCormick,  Chero¬ 
kee,  La  mens,  Union,  Greenwood,  Saluda, 
Orangeburg,  Barnwell,  Jasper,  Dor¬ 
chester,  Bamberg,  Colleton,  Allendale, 
Charleston,  Beaufort,  Berkeley,  Hamp¬ 
ton,  Pickens,  Ocomee,  Greenville,  Abbe¬ 
ville,  and  Anderson  Counties,  S.C.; 
Raleigh,  Greenbrier,  Pocahontas,  Mon¬ 
roe,  Mercer,  Wyoming,  McDowell,  Sum¬ 
mers,  Wayne,  Boone,  Putnam,  Logan, 
Mingo,  Lincoln,  and  Cabell  Counties, 
W.  Va.;  (4)  from  points  in  Broome, 
Delaware,  Schoharie,  Wayne,  Cayuga, 
Madison,  Schuyler,  Yates,  Chemung, 
Onondaga,  Seneca,  Chenango,  Ontario, 
Tioga,  Cortland,  Otsego,  and  Tompkins 
Counties,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Surry,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Mecklenburg,  Catawba,  Iredell, 
Burke,  Lincoln,  Caldwell,  Gaston,  Avery, 
Alleghany,  Watauga,  Ashe,  Alexander, 
Yadkin,  Wilkes,  Macon,  Transylvania, 
Madison,  McDowell,  Swain,  Haywood, 
Yancey,  Jackson,  Polk,  Clay,  Henderson, 
Rutherford,  Cherokee,  Graham,  Mitchell, 
and  Buncombe  Counties,  N.C.;  Chester¬ 
field,  Richland,  Keeshaw,  Calhoun, 
Marlboro,  Fairfield,  Lexington,  Aiken, 
Lee,  Darlington,  Sumter,  Lancaster,  Sa¬ 
luda,  Edgefield,  Union,  Newberry,  Ches¬ 
ter,  Spartanburg,  Lamens,  Cherokee, 
McCormick,  Greenwood,  York,  Barn¬ 
well,  Colleton,  Bamberg,  Orangeburg, 
Charleston,  Jasper,  Berkeley,  Allendale, 
Hampton,  Beaufort,  Dorchester,  Green¬ 
ville,  Anderson,  Ocomee,  Abbeville,  and 
Pickens  Counties,  S.C.;  (5)  from  points 
in  Herkimer,  St.  Lawrence,  Jefferson, 
Lewis,  Oneida,  and  Oswego  Counties, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Gaston,  Watauga, 
Avery,  Burke,  Iredell,  Cleveland,  Ashe, 
Lincoln,  Wilkes,  Alleghany,  Mecklenburg, 
Catawba,  Alexander,  Surry,  Yadkin, 
Caldwell,  Macon,  Swain,  Clay,  Cherokee, 
Madison,  Transylvania,  Graham,  Mitch¬ 
ell,  Yancey,  Haywood,  Polk,  Jackson, 
Henderson,  Rutherford,  McDowell,  and 
Buncombe  Counties,  N.C.;  Lexington, 
Lee,  Aiken,  Marlboro,  Chesterfield,  Cal¬ 
houn,  Richland,  Darlington,  Sumter, 
Fairfield,  Lancaster,  Keeshaw,  New¬ 
berry,  Cherokee,  McCormick,  Saluda, 
Chester,  Spartanburg,  Edgefield,  Union, 
Greenwood,  York,  Lamens,  Colleton,  Al¬ 
lendale,  Charleston.  Dorchester,  Bam¬ 
berg,  Orangeburg,  Barnwell,  Hampton, 
Beaufort,  Jasper,  Berkeley,  Ocomee, 
Greenville,  Pickens,  Abbeville,  and 
Anderson  Counties,  S.C. 

(6)  From  points  in  Allegany,  Livings¬ 
ton,  Wyoming,  Cataraugus,  Monroe, 
Chataugua,  Niagara,  Erie,  Orleans, 
Genesee,  and  Steuben  Counties,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  Mecklenburg,  Iredell,  Catawba, 
Ashe,  Surry,  Lincoln,  Cleveland,  Wa¬ 
tauga,  Avery,  Gaston,  Wilkes,  Burke,  Al¬ 
exander,  Yadkin,  Caldwell,  Alleghany, 
Polk,  Cherokee,  Jackson,  Mitchell, 
Rutherford,  Clay,  McDowell,  Swain, 
Graham,  Madison,  Transylvania,  Hay¬ 
wood,  Buncombe,  Yancey,  Henderson, 
and  Macon  Counties.  N.C.;  Sumter,  Cal¬ 
houn,  Chesterfield,  Lee,  Darlington,  Fair- 
field,  Lexington,  Keeshaw,  Richland, 
Lancaster,  Aiken,  Marlboro,  Cherokee, 
Saluda,  Edgefield,  Greenwood,  Spartan¬ 


burg,  Lamens,  Union,  McCormick,  York, 
Newberry,  Chester,  Dorchester,  Barn¬ 
well,  Allendale,  Hampton,  Beaufort,  Jas¬ 
per,  Berkeley,  Orangeburg,  Charleston, 
Bamberg,  Colleton,  Anderson,  Abbeville, 
Greenville,  Ocomee,  and  Pickens  Coun¬ 
ties,  S.C.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E204),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated: 

(1)  from  points  in  Allamance,  David¬ 
son,  Granville,  Orange,  Rockingham, 
Wake,  Anson,  Davie,  Guilford,  Person, 
Stanly,  Warren,  Cabarrus,  Durham,  Lee, 
Randolph,  Stokes,  Caswell,  Forsyth, 
Montgomery,  Richmond,  Union,  Chat¬ 
ham,  Franklin,  Moore,  Rowan,  and 
Vance  Counties,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Bax¬ 
ter,  Craighead,  Independence,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Woodruff,  Greene,  Izard,  Ran¬ 
dolph,  Crittenden,  Jackson,  St.  Francis, 
Cross,  Lawrence,  Sharp,  Clay,  Fulton, 
Poinsett,  Stone,  Benton,  Carroll,  Madi¬ 
son,  Sebastian,  Crawford,  Marion,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Franklin,  Newton,  Van  Buren, 
Johnson,  Pope,  Boone,  Logan,  and  Searcy 
Counties,  Ark.;  points  in  Oklahoma: 
points  in  Zavala,  Uvalde,  McMullen,  San 
Patricio,  Cameron,  Goliad,  Kenedy,  Za¬ 
pata,  Starr,  Medina,  Atascosa,  Brooks, 
Jim  Hogg,  Kinney,  Wilson,  Aran¬ 
sas,  Real,  Bandera,  Dimmit,  Hidalgo, 
LaSalle,  Willacy,  Live  Oak,  Nueces,  Bee, 
Duval,  Kaines,  Kleberg,  Webb,  Mave¬ 
rick,  Refugio,  Bexar,  Frio,  Jim  Wells, 
Floyd,  Hansford,  Hutchinson,  Collings¬ 
worth,  Lipscomb,  Parmer,  Swisher,  Bai¬ 
ley,  Foard,  Hardeman,  Lamb,  Dallam, 
Moore,  Potter,  Wheeler,  Briscoe,  Gray, 
Hartley,  Castro,  Cottle,  Motley,  Randall, 
Wichita,  Carson,  Hale,  Hempshill,  Coch¬ 
ran,  Deaf  Smith,  Ochiltree,  Roberts,  Wil¬ 
barger,  Hall,  Hockley,  Childress,  Donley, 
Oldham,  Sherman,  Armstrong  Callahan, 
Coke  Llamo,  Martin,  Mitchell,  Wise, 
Baylor,  Shackleford,  Stephens,  Terry, 
Sterling,  Scurry,  Jones,  Crosby,  Ector, 
Carza,  Hill,  Burnet,  Bosque,  Lubbock, 
Mason,  Montague,  Yoakum,  Blanco, 
Cooke,  Stonewall,  Coleman,  Upton, 
Crockett,  Kent,  Dawson,  Edwards,  Gil¬ 
lespie,  Howard,  Crane,  King,  Lynn,  Men¬ 
ard,  Nolan,  Young,  Borden,  Runnels, 
Sutton,  Throckmorton,  Schleicher, 
Irion,  Kendall,  Denton,  Erath,  Glasscock, 
Hood,  Brown,  Knox,  McCulloch,  Mid¬ 
land,  Palo  Pinto,  Andrews,  Parker,  Co¬ 
manche,  Tarrant,  San  Saba,  Coryell, 
Johnson,  Kerr,  Dickens,  Fisher,  Hamil¬ 
ton,  Clay,  Lampasas,  McLennan,  Mills, 
Val  Verde,  Archer,  Reagan,  Somervell, 
Taylor,  Tom  Green,  Concho,  Jack,  Kim¬ 
ble,  Eastland,  Gaines,  Haskell,  Brewster, 
Presidio,  Winkler,  Hudspeth,  Reeves,  Jeff 
Davis,  Terrell,  Pecos,  Ward,  Culberson, 
and  Loving  Counties,  Tex. 

(2)  From  points  in  Bertie,  Dare,  Hyde, 
Pamlico,  Wilson,  Beaufort,  Edgecombe, 
Martin,  Per  Quiman,  Camden,  Gates, 


Nash,  Pitt,  Chowan,  Halifax,  Northamp¬ 
ton,  Tyrrell,  Currituck,  Hertford,  Pas¬ 
quotank,  and  Washington  Counties,  N.C., 
to  points  in  Yell,  Nevada,  Lafayette,  Se¬ 
vier,  Montgomery,  Hempstead,  Scott, 
Miller,  Clark,  Polk,  Little  River,  Pike, 
Howard,  Phillips,  Jefferson,  Conway, 
White,  Perry,  Hot  Springs,  Cleburne,  Sa¬ 
line,  Monroe,  Grant,  Arkansas,  Pulaski, 
Lonoke,  Garland,  Prairie,  Lee,  Faulkner, 
Stone,  Poinsett,  Independence,  Greene, 
Woodruff,  Mississippi,  Fulton,  Clay, 
Sharp,  Lawrence,  Cross,  Baxter,  St. 
Francis,  Jackson,  Crittenden,  Randolph, 
Izard,  Craighead,  Sebastian,  Madison 
Carroll,  Searcy,  Logan,  Boone,  Pope, 
Johnson,  Benton,  Washington,  Newton, 
Frankin,  Van  Buren,  Marion,  and  Craw¬ 
ford  Counties,  Ark.;  points  in  Oklahoma; 
points  in  Wood,  Nacogdoches,  Titus,  Red 
River,  Grayson,  Delta,  Camp,  Hunt,  Mor¬ 
ris,  Upshur,  Rockwall,  Lamar,  Freestone, 
Dallas,  Bowie,  Hopkins,  Rains,  San  Au¬ 
gustine,  Shelby,  Henderson,  Franklin, 
Collins,  Angelina,  Van  Zandi,  Marion, 
Sabine,  Harrison,  Fannin,  Cherokee,  An¬ 
derson,  Panola,  Rusk,  Smith,  Gregg,  Ellis, 
Cass,  Kaufman,  Zavala,  Uvalde,  Nueces, 
Kenedy,  Goliad,  Brooks,  Aransas,  Za¬ 
pata,  Starr,  Medina,  Kaines,  Frio,  Bexar, 
McMullen,  Wilson,  San  Patrico,  Maver¬ 
ick,  Jim  Wells,  Duval,  Bee,  Live  Oak, 
Willacy,  Refugio,  Kleberg,  Jim  Hogg, 
Dimmit,  Bandera,  LaSalle,  Webb,  Real, 
Kinney,  Hidalgo,  Cameron,  Atascosa, 
Dallam,  Donley,  Hall,  Hockley,  Wilbar¬ 
ger,  Roberts,  Ochiltree,  Childress,  Col¬ 
lingsworth,  Floyd,  Hansford,  Hutchinson, 
Wichita,  Randall,  Moore,  Castro,  Coch¬ 
ran,  Foard,  Hardeman,  Briscoe,  Wheeler, 
Potter,  Motley,  Carson,  Deaf  Smith, 
Gray,  Hartley,  Bailey,  Swisher,  Parmer, 
Lipscomb,  Cottle,  Hale,  Hemphill,  Arm¬ 
strong,  Sherman,  Oldham,  Lamb,  Mason, 
Terry,  Montague,  Val  Verde,  Archer,  Bos¬ 
que,  Kerr,  Schleicher,  Lynn,  Lubbock, 
Throckmorton,  Mitchell,  Wise,  Baylor, 
Brown,  Somervell,  Lampasas,  Coleman, 
Sutton,  Tom  Green,  Upton,  Yoakum, 
Blanco,  Burnet,  Kimble,  Clay,  Comanche, 
Tarrant,  Parker,  Johnson,  Young,  Ken¬ 
dall,  Kent,  King,  Coke,  Concho,  Taylor, 
McLennan,  Jones,  Andrews,  Borden,  Cal¬ 
lahan,  Knox,  Llamo,  Cooke,  San  Saba, 
Martin,  McCulloch,  Midland,  Hamilton, 
Fisher,  Dickens,  Jack,  Runnels,  Menard, 
Nolan,  Mills,  Glasscock,  Erath,  Denton, 
Irion,  Coryell,  Scurry,  Palo  Pinto,  Hood, 
Gillespie,  Edwards,  Dawson,  Howard, 
Crane,  Stonewall,  Reagan,  Hill,  Carza, 
Ector,  Crosby,  Stephens,  Shackelford, 
Sterling,  Haskell,  Gaines,  Eastland, 
Crockett,  Presidio,  El  Paso,  Winkler,  Pe¬ 
cos,  Culberson,  Ward,  Loving,  Brewster, 
Terrell,  Jeff  Davis,  Reeves,  and  Hudspeth 
Counties,  Tex. 

(3)  From  points  in  Bladen,  Cumber¬ 
land,  Jones,  Pender,  Brunswick,  Duplin, 
Johnston,  Robeson,  Carteret,  Greene, 
Lenoir,  Sampson,  Columbus,  Harnett,  N. 
Hanover,  Scotland,  Craven,  Hoke,  On¬ 
slow,  and  Wayne  Counties,  N.C.,  to  points 
in  Stone,  Clay,  Independence,  Mississippi, 
Woodruff,  Craighead,  Fulton,  Poinsett, 
Greene,  Izard,  Randolph,  Crittenden, 
Jackson,  St.  Francis,  Baxter,  Cross,  Law¬ 
rence,  Sharp,  Boone,  Madison,  Searcy, 
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Carroll,  Logan,  Sebastian,  Crawford, 
Marion,  Van  Buren,  Franklin,  Newton, 
Washington,  Benton,  Johnson,  and  Pope 
Counties,  Ark.;  points  in  Oklahoma; 
points  in  Childress,  Floyd,  Hansford, 
Hutchinson,  Carson,  Cochran,  Foard, 
Hardeman,  Collingsworth,  Castro,  Dal¬ 
lam,  Gray,  Hartley,  Cottle,  Lamb,  Deaf 
Smith,  Hale,  Hemphill,  Bailey,  Lipscomb, 
Donley,  Hall,  Hockley,  Briscoe,  Moore, 
Motley,  Randall,  Wichita,  Ochiltree,  Rob¬ 
erts,  Wilbarger,  Oldham,  Sherman,  Arm¬ 
strong,  Potter,  Swisher,  Parmer,  Wheeler, 
Sutton,  Throckmorton,  Wise,  Baylor, 
Brown,  Coleman,  Crane,  Scurry,  Mills, 
McLennan,  Jack,  Kendall,  Kimble,  How¬ 
ard,  Denton,  Erath,  Glasscock,  Tarrant, 
Tom  Green,  Yoakum,  Blanco,  Burnet, 
Comanche,  Lampasas,  Menard,  Stone¬ 
wall,  Lynn,  Lubbock,  Kent,  King,  Irion, 
Dickens,  Fisher,  Hamilton,  Taylor,  Up¬ 
ton,  Young,  Mason,  Callahan,  Concho, 
San  Saba,  Shackelford,  Stephens,  Mitch¬ 
ell,  Runnels,  Kerr,  Palo  Pinto,  Crockett, 
Eastland,  Gaines,  Haskell,  Terry,  Martin, 
Andrews,  Borden,  Clay,  Cooke,  Knox, 
Schleicher,  Somervell,  Montague,  John¬ 
son,  Reagan,  Hill,  Crosby,  Ector,  Carza, 
McCulloch,  Val  Verde,  Archer,  Bosque, 
Coke,  Coryell,  Sterling,  Midland,  Parker, 
Llano,  Jones,  Nolan,  Hood,  Dawson,  Ed¬ 
wards,  Gillespie,  Culberson,  Pecos,  Wink¬ 
ler,  El  Paso,  Presidio,  Hudspeth,  Reeves, 
Jeff  Davis,  Terrell,  Brewster,  Loving,  and 
Ward  Counties,  Tex. 

(4)  From  points  in  Alexander,  Ca¬ 
tawba,  Lincoln,  Yadkin,  Alleghany,  Cald¬ 
well,  Mecklenburg,  Ashe,  Cleveland, 
Surry,  Avery,  Gaston,  Watauga,  Burke, 
Iredell,  and  Wilkes  Counties,  N.C.,  to 
points  in  Newton,  Johnson,  Benton, 
Washington,  Pope,  Franklin,  Van  Buren, 
Marion,  Crawford,  Sebastian,  Madison, 
Carroll,  Searcy,  Logan,  and  Boone  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ark.;  Murray,  Stephens,  Pontotoc, 
Lincoln,  Hughes,  Cleveland,  Oklahoma, 
Osage,  Noble,  Kingfisher,  Grant,  Carter, 
Marshall,  Pawnee,  McClain,  Johnston, 
Grady,  Canadian,  Okfuskee,  Seminole, 
Love,  Kay,  Garfield,  Potawatomie,  Payne, 
Logan,  Jefferson,  Creek,  Woodward,  Ma¬ 
jor,  Greer,  Comanche,  Woods,  Kiowa, 
Ellis,  Caddo,  Washita,  Jackson,  Dewey, 
Blaine,  Tillman,  Harper,  Custer,  Beck¬ 
ham,  Roger  Mill,  Harmon,  Cotton,  Al¬ 
falfa,  Adair,  Beaver,  Texas,  Cimarron, 
Muskogee,  Ottawa,  Washington,  Chero¬ 
kee,  Mayes,  Rogers,  Craig,  Nowata,  Se¬ 
quoyah,  Delaware,  Okmulgee,  Tulsa,  Mc¬ 
Intosh,  Osage,  and  Wagoner  Counties, 
Okla.;  Kinney,  Maverick,  San  Patrico, 
Wilson,  Bandera,  Dimmit,  Jim  Hogg, 
Kleberg,  Medina,  Starr,  Zapata,  Bee, 
Duval,  Jim  Wells,  LaSalle,  Nueces, 
Uvalde,  Zavala,  Bexar,  Frio,  Kaines,  Live 
Oak,  Real,  Webb,  Atascosa,  Brooks,  Go¬ 
liad,  Kenedy,  McMullen,  Refugio,  Wil¬ 
lacy,  Aransas,  Cameron,  Hidalgo,  Chil¬ 
dress,  Deaf  Smith,  Hale,  Cochran,  Car- 
son,  Motley,  Randall,  Wichita,  Hemphill, 
Donley,  Hall,  Castro,  Briscoe,  Ochiltree, 
Roberts,  Wilbarger,  Hutchinson,  Floyd, 
Hansford,  Bailey,  Lamb,  Oldham,  Sher¬ 
man,  Armstrong,  Hockley,  Foard,  Harde¬ 
man,  Cottle,  Lipscomb,  Parmer,  Swisher, 
Dallam,  Gray,  Collingsworth,  Moore, 
Potter,  Wheeler,  Parker,  Taylor,  Val 


Verde,  Archer,  Borden,  Clay,  Cooke, 
Hood,  Jones,  Kent,  Montague,  Menard, 
Lampasas,  Mitchell,  Denton,  Erath, 
Glasscock,  Sutton,  Terry,  Wise,  Baylor, 
Bosque,  Coke,  Coryell,  Howard,  Reagan, 
Kerr,  Schleicher,  Runnels,  Llano,  Mc¬ 
Culloch,  Dickens,  Fisher,  Hamilton,  Tar¬ 
rant,  Throckmorton,  Yoakum,  Sterling, 
Brown,  Coleman,  Crane,  Irion,  San  Saba, 
Midland,  Shackelford,  Kimble,  Lubbock, 
Crockett,  Eastland,  Gaines,  Haskell,  Mc¬ 
Lennan,  Tom  Green,  Young,  Stephens, 
Burnet,  Comanche,  Martin,  Jack,  Som¬ 
ervell,  Palo  Pinto,  Mason,  King,  Lynn, 
Crosby,  Ector,  Carza,  Stonewall,  Upton, 
Andrews,  Blanco,  Callahan,  Concho,  Hill, 
Johnson,  Kendall,  Mills,  Scurry,  Knox, 
Nolan,  Dawson,  Edwards,  Gillespie,  Cul¬ 
berson,  Pecos,  Ward,  Brewster,  Loving, 
Winkler,  El  Paso,  Presidio,  Hudspeth, 
Reeves,  Jeff  Davis,  and  Terrell  Counties, 
Tex. 

(5)  From  points  in  Buncombe,  Hen¬ 
derson,  Mitchell,  Yancey,  Cherokee, 
Jackson,  Polk,  Clay,  Macon,  Rutherford, 
Graham,  Madison,  Swain,  Haywood,  Mc¬ 
Dowell,  and  Transylvania  Counties,  N.C., 
to  points  in  Pope,  Johnson,  Benton, 
Washington,  Newton,  Franklin,  Van 
Buren,  Madison,  Crawford,  Sebastian, 
Logan,  Carroll,  Searcy,  Marion,  and 
Boone  Counties,  Ark.;  Potawatomie, 
Pawnee,  Stephens,  Lincoln,  Grant,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Pontotoc,  Noble,  Osage,  Kingfisher, 
Jefferson,  Carter,  Seminole,  Oklahoma, 
McClain,  Kay,  Grady,  Canadian,  Mar¬ 
shall,  Murray,  Love,  Johnston,  Garfield, 
Okfuskee,  Payne,  Hughes,  Logan,  Creek, 
Woodward,  Major,  Greer,  Comanche, 
Tillman,  Kiowa,  Dewey,  Caddo,  Woods, 
Jackson,  Custer,  Blaine,  Washita,  Har¬ 
per,  Ellis,  Beckham,  Roger  Hill,  Harmon, 
Cotton,  Alfalfa,  Washington,  Beaver, 
Texas,  Cimarron,  Ottawa,  Mayes,  Adair, 
Wagoner,  Osage,  McIntosh,  Tulsa,  No¬ 
wata,  Delaware,  Seqroyah,  Muskogee, 
Craig,  Rogers,  Okmulgee,  and  Cherokee 
Counties,  Okla.;  Dallam,  Donley,  Hall, 
Hemphill,  Castro,  Motley,  Roberts, 
Wichita,  Collingsworth,  Floyd,  Hansford, 
Hockley,  Childress,  Ochiltree,  Potter, 
Wilbarger,  Cottle,  Foard,  Hardeman, 
Briscoe,  Lamb,  Oldham,  Sherman,  Arm¬ 
strong,  Deaf  Smith,  Gray,  Hartley, 
Hutchinson,  Lipscomb,  Parmer,  Swisher, 
Cochran,  Hale,  Bailey,  Carson,  Moore, 
Randall,  Wheeler,  Sutton,  Tom  Green, 
Young,  Borden,  Clay,  Cooke,  Montague, 
Hill,  Scurry,  Jack,  Martin,  Kendall, 
Knox,  McCulloch,  Denton,  Fisher,  Glass¬ 
cock,  Tarrant,  Upton,  Andrews,  Bosque, 
Coke,  Coryell,  Nolan,  Hood,  Howard, 
Johnson,  Mason,  Kent,  Lampasas,  Mc¬ 
Lennan,  Dickens,  Edwards,  Hamilton, 
Taylor,  Val  Verde,  Archer,  Brown,  Cole¬ 
man,  Crane,  Palo  Pinto,  Runnels,  Shack¬ 
elford,  Stephens,  Menard,  Kerr,  Llano, 
Crockett,  Eastland,  Gaines,  Haskell, 
Terry,  Wise,  Baylor,  Burnet,  Comanche, 
Mills,  Parker,  San  Saba,  Irion,  Sterling, 
Midland,  Kimble,  Lubbock,  Crosby,  Ec¬ 
tor,  Carza,  Throckmorton,  Yoakum, 
Blanco,  Callahan,  Concho,  Mitchell, 
Reagan,  Schleicher,  Somervell,  Stone¬ 
wall,  Jones,  King,  Lynn,  Dawson,  Erath, 
Gillespie,  Brewster,  Loving,  Ward,  Cul¬ 
berson,  Pecos,  Winkler,  El  Paso,  Terrell, 


Hudspeth,  Reeves,  Jeff  Davis,  and  Pre¬ 
sidio  Counties,  Tex.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Evansville,  Ind.,  and  points  in  Kentucky. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E205),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46501.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated; 
(1)  from  points  in  Cass,  McIntosh, 
Dickey,  Ransom,  Kidder,  Richland,  La- 
Moure,  Sargent,  Barnes,  Logan,  and 
Stutsman  Counties,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in 
St.  Charles,  St.  Martin,  St.  Bernard, 
Assumption,  Jefferson,  St.  Helena,  St. 
Mary,  Washington,  E.  Baton  Rouge, 
Lafourche,  Point*  Coupe,  St.  Tammany, 
W.  Baton  Rouge,  E.  Feliciana,  Livingston, 
St.  James,  Tangipahoa,  W.  Feliciana, 
Iberia,  Orleans,  John  The  Baptist, 
Terrebonne,  Ascension,  Iberville,  Pla- 
quemine,  Avoyelles,  LaSalle,  Catahoula, 
Rapids,  Concordia,  St.  Landry,  Evange¬ 
line,  Vernon,  and  Grant  Parishes,  La.; 
Louisa,  Charlottesville,  Richmond,  New 
Kent,  Amelia,  Cumberland,  King  Wil¬ 
liam,  Colonial  Heights,  Powhatan,  Notto¬ 
way,  Brunswick,  Dinwiddie,  Prince 
George,  James  Pity,  Henrico,  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward,  Buckingham,  Fluvanna,  King  & 
Queen,  Hopewell,  Waynesboro,  Gooch¬ 
land,  Chas  Pity,  Hanover,  Lunenburg, 
Petersburg,  Mecklenburg,  Albemarle, 
Chesterfield,  Southampton,  Emporia, 
Portsmouth,  Accomack,  Mathews,  Surry, 
Franklin,  Suffolk,  Gloucester,  Middlesex, 
Sussex,  Hampton,  Virginia  Beach, 
Greensville,  Nansemond,  York,  Newport 
News,  Williamsburg,  Isle  of  Wight, 
Northampton,  Chesapeake,  Norfolk, 
Richmond,  Lancaster,  Northumberland, 
Wise,  Clifton  Forge,  Lynchburg,  Salem, 
Scott,  Craig,  Grayson,  Montgomery, 
Wythe,  Covington,  Martinsville,  S.  Bos¬ 
ton,  Smyth,  Dickenson,  Halifax,  Nelson, 
Bedford,  Danville,  Norton,  Staunton, 
Tazewell,  Floyd,  Henry,  Partick,  Bristol, 
Galax,  Radford,  Rockbridge,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Franklin,  Highland,  Pittsylvania, 
Buena  Vista,  Lexington,  Roanoke,  Rus¬ 
sell,  Charlotte,  Giles,  Lee,  Pulaski,  Roa¬ 
noke,  Augusta,  Buchanan,  Carroll,  Bath, 
Campbell  Alleghany,  Bedford,  Amherst, 
Bland,  Appomattoc,  and  Botetourt  Coun¬ 
ties,  Va. ; 

(2)  From  points  in  Grand  Forks, 
Griggs,  Nelson,  Eddy,  Steele,  Foster,  and 
Traill  Counties,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  St. 
Charles,  St.  Mary,  Washington,  Lafour¬ 
che,  Iberia,  St.  Helena,  Livingston,  St. 
Bernard,  W.  Baton  Rouge,  Iberville,  St. 
James,  St.  Tammany,  Plaquemine,  W. 
Feliciana,  Jefferson,  John  The  Baptist, 
Tangipahoa,  Point*  Coupee,  E.  Baton 
Rouge,  Ascension,  St.  Martin,  Terre¬ 
bonne,  Orleans,  E.  Feliciana,  Assumption, 
Vermillion,  Lafayette,  Beauregard, 
Acadia,  Calcasieu,  Allen,  Cameron,  Jeff 
Davis,  Richland,  Union,  Lincoln,  Winn, 
Caldwell,  Madison,  W.  Carroll,  E.  Carroll, 
Morehouse,  Tensas,  Jackson,  Ouachita, 
Franklin,  Vernon,  Avoyelles,  St.  Landry, 
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Concordia,  LaSalle,  Evangeline,  Rapids, 
Grant,  and  Catahoula  Parishes,  La.; 
Fredericksburg,  Alexandria,  King 
George,  Fauquier,  Spotsylvania,  Falls 
Church,  Arlington,  Stafford,  Prince  Wil¬ 
liam,  Caroline,  Westmoreland,  Orange, 
Culpepper,  Fairfax,  Essex,  Henrico, 
Hopewell,  Fluvana,  Prince  Edward,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Chas  Pity,  King  &  Queen,  Han¬ 
over,  Louisa,,  Powhatan,  Waynesboro, 
Chesterfield,  Prince  George,  Petersburg, 
James  Pity,  King  William,  Amelia,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Charlottesville,  Mecklenburg, 
Lunenburg,  Nottoway,  Brunswick,  Albe¬ 
marle,  Colonial  Heights,  Dinwiddle, 
Goochland,  New  Kent,  Buckingham, 
Hampton,  Southampton,  Chesapeake, 
Franklin,  Lancaster,  Newport  News, 
Nansemond,  Emporia,  Virginia  Beach, 
Isle  of  Wight,  Norfolk,  Richmond, 
Northumberland,  Williamsburg,  Math¬ 
ews  Northampton,  Surry,  Suffolk,  Acco¬ 
mack,  Middlesex,  Sussex,  York,  Ports¬ 
mouth,  Gloucester,  Greensville,  Wise, 
Clifton  Forge,  Lynchburg,  Salem,  Bote¬ 
tourt,  Pittsylvania,  Scott,  Craig,  Grayson, 
Alleghany,  Bedford,  Wythe,  Covington, 
Martinsville,  S.  Boston,  Montgomery, 
Pulaski,  Buchanan,  Dickenson,  Halifax, 
Amherst,  Bland,  Bedford,  Danville,  Nor¬ 
ton,  Staunton,  Nelson,  Roanoke,  Camp¬ 
bell,  Floyd,  Henry,  Appomattox,  Bristol, 
Galax,  Radford,  Tazewell,  Washington, 
Rockbridge,  Carroll,  Franklin,  Highland, 
Augusta,  Buena  Vista,  Lexington,  Roan¬ 
oke,  Smyth,  Patrick,  Russell,  Charlotte, 
Giles,  Lee,  and  Bath  Counties,  Va. ; 

(3)  From  points  in  Pembina,  Towner, 
Pierce,  Walsh,  Ramsey,  Wells,  Benson, 
Rolette,  Cavalier,  and  Sheridan  Counties, 
N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Stone,  St.  Francis, 
Fulton,  Independence,  Woodruff,  Sharp, 
Baxter,  Izard,  Poinsett,  Lawrence,  Clay, 
Jackson,  Mississippi,  Crittendon.  Craig¬ 
head,  Randolph,  Cross,  and  Greene 
Counties,  Ark.;  St.  Charles,  Plaquemine, 
St.  Mary,  Jefferson,  Assumption,  W.  Feli¬ 
ciana,  W.  Baton  Rouge,  St.  Tammany, 
Iberville,  Ascension,  St.  Helena,  John 
The  Baptist,  Tangipahoa,  Iberia,  Orle¬ 
ans,  Pointe  Coupee,  St.  Bernard,  Terre¬ 
bonne,  E.  Feliciana,  Livingston,  St.  Mar¬ 
tin,  St.  James,  Washington,  E.  Baton 
Rouge,  Lafourche,  Beauregard,  Calca¬ 
sieu,  Jeff  Davis,  Acadia,  Lafayette,  Allen, 
Vermillion,  Cameron,  W.  Carroll,  Madi¬ 
son,  Union,  Tensas,  Winn,  Caldwell, 
Franklin,  E.  Carroll,  Lincoln,  Jackson, 
Morehouse,  Ouachita,  Richland,  Grant, 
Avoyelles,  LaSalle,  Catahoula,  Rapids. 
Concordia,  St.  Landry,  Evangeline,  and 
Vernon  Parishes,  La.;  Fredericksburg, 
Alexandria,  King  George,  Fairfax.  Falls 
Church,  Arlington,  Spotsylvania,  Essex, 
Fairfax,  Culpeper,  Stafford,  Prince  Wil¬ 
liam,  Caroline,  Westmoreland,  Orange, 
Fauquier,  Prince  George,  Petersburg, 
King  &  Queen,  New  Kent,  Buckingham, 
Fluvanna,  Charlottesville,  Richmond, 
King  William,  Nottoway,  Brunswick, 
Dinwiddle,  Colonial  Heights,  Henrico, 
Louisa,  Powhatan,  Amelia,  Chesterfield, 
Hopewell,  Waynesboro,  Lunenburg, 
Prince  Edward,  Albemarle,  Chas  Pity, 
Hanover,  James  Pity,  Mecklenburg,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Goochland,  Sussex,  Hampton, 
Virginia  Beach,  Nansemond,  Northum¬ 


berland,  York,  Newport  News,  Williams¬ 
burg,  Middlesex,  Northampton,  Chesa¬ 
peake,  Norfolk,  Richmond,  Greensville, 
Mathews,  Emporia,  Portsmouth,  South¬ 
ampton,  Gloucester,  Lancaster,  Franklin, 
Suffolk,  Surry,  Accomack,  Isle  of  Wight, 
Wise,  Clifton  Forge,  Lynchburg,  Salem, 
Washington,  Giles,  Lee,  Pulaski,  Smyth, 
Buchanan,  Amherst,  Wythe,  Covington, 
Martinsville,  8.  Boston,  Craig,  Grayson. 
Montgomery,  Roanoke,  Tazewell,  Bote¬ 
tourt,  Alleghany,  Bedford,  Danville,  Nor¬ 
ton,  Staunton,  Dickenson,  Halifax,  Nel¬ 
son,  Rockbridge,  Augusta,  Bland,  Bristol, 
Galax,  Radford,  Carroll,  Floyd,  Henry, 
Patrick,  Russell,  Appomattox,  Bedford, 
Buena  Vista,  Lexington,  Roanoke,  Char¬ 
lotte,  Franklin,  Highland,  Pittsylvania, 
Scott,  Campbell,  and  Bath  Counties,  Va. ; 

(4)  From  points  in  Adams,  Emmons, 
Morton,  Billings,  Golden  Valley,  Oliver, 
Bowman,  Grant,  Sioux,  Burleigh,  Het¬ 
tinger,  Slope,  Dunn,  Mercer,  and  Stark 
Counties,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  St.  James, 
Tangipahoa,  St.  Helena,  St.  Bernard,  E. 
Feliciana,  John  The  Baptist,  Terrebonne, 
Pointe  Coupee.  E.  Baton  Rouge,  Orleans, 
St.  Martins,  Washington,  Plaquemine, 
Assumption,  Livingston,  St.  Mary,  W. 
Baton  Rouge,  Lafourche,  Ascension, 
Iberville,  St.  Tammany,  W.  Feliciana, 
Jefferson,  St.  Charles,  and  Iberia  Par¬ 
ishes,  La.;  Fredericksburg,  Falls  Church, 
Prince  William,  Fairfax,  Orange,  Alex¬ 
andria,  King  George.  Fauquier,  West¬ 
moreland,  Essex,  Stafford,  Culpeper, 
Caroline,  Spotsylvania,  Arlington,  Prince 
George,  Hopewell,  Waynesboro,  James 
Pity,  Dinwiddle,  Brunswick,  Charlottes¬ 
ville,  New  Kent,  Mecklenburg,  Henrico, 
Cumberland,  Amelia,  Colonial  Heights, 
Petersburg,  Louisa,  Hanover,  Chester¬ 
field,  Albemarle,  Powhatan,  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward,  Luneburg,  Goochland,  Chas  Pity, 
King  &  Queen,  Nottoway,  Richmond, 
King  William.  Fluvanna,  Buckingham, 
Chesapeake,  Hampton,  Northampton. 
Isle  of  Wight,  Surry,  Sussex,  Emporia. 
Virginia  Beach,  Nansemond,  Greens¬ 
ville,  Williamsburg,  Portsmouth,  Middle¬ 
sex,  Gloucester,  Southampton,  Suffolk, 
Norfolk,  Mathews,  Accomack,  Richmond, 
Franklin,  Newport  News,  Lancaster, 
York,  Northumberland,  Wise,  Clifton 
Forge,  Lynchburg,  Salem,  Patrick,  Rus¬ 
sell,  Henry,  Smyth,  Bedford,  Alleghany, 
Carroll,  Wythe,  Covington,  Martinsville, 
S.  Boston,  Pittsylvania,  Franklin,  High¬ 
land,  Tazewell,  Bath,  Floyd,  Campbell, 
Bedford,  Danville,  Norton,  Staunton, 
Pulaski,  Giles,  Lee,  Buchanan,  Augusta, 
Dickenson,  Bristol,  Galax,  Radford, 
Washington,  Roanoke,  Grayson,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Botetourt,  Appomattox,  Craig, 
Buena  Vista,  Lexington,  Roanoke,  Nel¬ 
son,  Rockbridge,  Halifax,  Scott,  Bland, 
Amherst,  and  Charlotte  Counties,  Va.; 

(5)  From  points  in  Mountrail,  Botti¬ 
neau,  Renville,  Burke,  Ward,  McLean, 
and  McHenry  Counties,  N.  Dak.,  to  points 
in  Stone,  Randolph,  Poinsett,  Clay, 
Woodruff,  Mississippi,  Cross,  Baxter, 
Independence,  Lawrence,  Crittendon, 
Fulton,  Izard,  St.  Francis,  Craighead, 
Jackson,  Sharp,  and  Greene  Counties, 
Ark.;  St.  Charles,  St.  Bernard,  Terre¬ 
bonne,  Lafourche,  E.  Feliciana.  St. 


Helena,  St.  Mary,  Washington,  Plaque¬ 
mine,  E.  Baton  Rouge,  St.  James,  Pointe 
Coupee,  Orleans,  Livington,  Assumption, 
John  The  Baptist,  St.  Tammany,  W.  Ba¬ 
ton  Rouge,  Iberville,  Ascension,  St.  Mar¬ 
tin,  Tangipahoa,  W.  Feliciana,  Iberia, 
Jefferson,  W.  Carroll,  Quachita,  Frank¬ 
lin,  Union,  Morehouse,  S.  Carroll,  Winn, 
Madison,  Caldwell,  Tensas,  Lincoln, 
Richland,  Jackson,  St  Landry,  Evan¬ 
geline,  Vernon,  Concordia,  Rapids, 
Catahoula,  LaSalle,  Avoyelles,  and 
Grant  Parishes,  La.;  Prince  William, 
Spotsylvania,  Fauquier,  Arlington. 
Fredericksburg,  Fairfax,  Falls  Church, 
Alexandria,  Essex,  Stafford,  Orange. 
Culpeper,  Westmoreland,  King  George, 
Caroline,  Prince  George,  Richmond, 
Powhatan,  Louisa,  Hanover,  Chas  Pity, 
Charlottesville,  Waynesboro,  Fluvanna, 
King  William,  Goochland,  Brunswick, 
Colonial  Heights,  Prince  Edward,  New 
Kent,  King  &  Queen,  Cumberland. 
Amelia,  Hopewell,  Nottoway,  Mecklen¬ 
burg,  James  Pity,  Chesterfield,  Alber- 
marle,  Petersburg,  Dinwiddie,  Lunen¬ 
burg,  Henrico,  Buckingham,  Sussex, 
York,  Northampton,  Chesapeake,  Em¬ 
poria,  Franklin,  Hampton,  Suffolk, 
Lancaster,  Surry,  Richmond,  Virginia 
Beach.  Isle  of  Wight,  Northumberland. 
Newport  News,  Williamsburg,  Greens¬ 
ville,  Southampton,  Norfolk,  Middlesex, 
Gloucester,  Nansemond,  Portsmouth, 
Mathews,  Accomack,  Wise,  Clifton 
Forge,  Lynchburg,  Salem,  Russell,  Bote¬ 
tourt,  Craig,  Grayson,  Montgomery. 
Bland,  Amherst,  Wythe,  Covington, 
Martinsville,  S.  Boston,  Scott,  Buch¬ 
anan,  Dickenson,  Halifax,  Nelson,  Bed¬ 
ford.  Alleghany,  Bedford,  Danville.  Nor¬ 
ton,  Staunton,  Smyth,  Campbell,  Floyd. 
Henry,  Patrick.  Augusta,  Bristol,  Galax. 
Radford.  Roanoke,  Tazewell,  Carroll. 
Franklin,  Highland,  Pittsylvania,  Bath, 
Buena  Vista.  Lexington,  Roanoke,  Rock¬ 
bridge.  Washington,  Charlotte,  Giles, 
Lee,  Pulaski,  and  Appomattox  Counties, 
Va.;  (6)  from  points  in  Divide,  McKen¬ 
zie,  and  Williams  Counties,  N.  Dak.,  to 
points  in  Stone,  Greene,  Randolph, 
Craighead,  Woodruff,  Independence,  St. 
Francis,  Clay,  Lawrence,  Poinsett, 
Sharp,  Baxter,  Jackson,  Mississippi. 
Cross,  Izard,  Crittenden,  and  Fulton 
Counties,  Ark.;  St.  Charles,  St.  James, 
St.  Tammany,  Washington,  Iberia,  St. 
Helena,  John  The  Baptist,  Tangipahoa. 
W.  Baton  Rouge,  Plaquemine,  St.  Bern¬ 
ard,  St.  Martin,  Lafourche,  W.  Feliciana, 
E.  Baton  Rouge,  Iberville,  St.  Mary,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  E.  Feliciajia,  Assumption, 
Pointe  Coupee,  Livingston,  Terrebonne. 
Orleans,  Ascension,  Union,  Lincoln, 
Franklin,  W.  Carroll,  Madison,  E.  Car- 
roll,  Winn,  Ouachita,  Caldwell,  Rich¬ 
land,  Morehouse,  Jackson,  Tensas,  La¬ 
Salle.  St.  Landry.  Rapids.  Concordia, 
Grant,  Catahoula,  Evangeline,  Avoy- 
eles,  and  Vernon  Parishes,  La.;  and 
points  in  Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Evansville,  Ind.,  and  points  in  Kentucky. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  5206),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988, 
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Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Terry  O.  Fewell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated; 

(1)  from  points  in  Carter,  Grant,  Kay, 
Marshall.  Okfuskee,  Pontotoc,  Cana¬ 
dian,  Grady,  Kingfisher,  McClain, 
Osage.  Seminole,  Cleveland,  Hughes, 
Lincoln.  Murray,  Pawnee,  Stephens, 
Creek.  Jefferson,  Logan,  Noble,  Payne, 
Garfield,  Johnston,  Love,  Oklahoma, 
and  Potawatoml  Counties,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  Palm  Beach,  Dade,  Broward, 
Martin,  Collier,  Monroe,  and  St  Lucie 
Counties,  Fla.;  points  in  North  Carolina 
and  South  Carolina;  points  in  Jefferson, 
Unicoi,  Carter,  Hamblen,  Johnson,  Sul¬ 
livan,  Claiborne,  Hancock,  Knox,  Un¬ 
ion,  Anderson,  Cocke,  Hawkins,  Scott, 
Washington.  Blount,  Grainger,  Sevier, 
Campbell,  and  Greene  Counties,  Tenn.; 

(2)  from  points  in  Alfalfa,  Cotton, 
Harper,  Roger  Mill,  Beckham,  Custer, 
Harmon,  Tillman,  Blaine,  Dewey,  Jack- 
son,  Washita,  Caddo,  Ellis,  Kiowa, 
Woods,  Comanche,  Greer,  Major,  and 
Woodward  Counties,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Wilkinson,  Wilkes,  Taliaferro,  Treutlen, 
Warren,  Washington,  Glascock,  John¬ 
son,  Richmond,  Burke,  Greene,  Laurens, 
Putnam,  Baldwin,  Jefferson,  Lincoln, 
Columbia,  Hancock,  McDuffie,  Emanuel, 
Jenkins,  and  Oglethorpe  Counties,  Ga. : 
points  in  North  Carolina  and  South  Car¬ 
olina;  points  in  Smith.  Cheatham.  Jack- 
son,  Putnam,  Trousdale,  Clay,  Macon, 
Robertson,  Wilson,  Davidson,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Rutherford,  DeKalb,  Overton, 
Williamson,  Cannon,  Dickson,  Pickett, 
Sumner,  Roane,  Moore,  Bledsoe,  Frank¬ 
lin,  McMinn,  Sequatchie,  Morgan, 
Bradley,  Grundy,  Marion,  Van  Buren, 
Polk.  Coffee,  Hamilton,  Marshall,  War¬ 
ren,  Rhea,  Cumberland,  Lincoln,  Meigs, 
White,  Bedford,  Fentress,  Loudon,  Mon¬ 
roe,  Carter,  Blount,  Jefferson,  Sevier, 
Hamblen,  Campbell,  Greene,  Sullivan, 
Hancock,  Claiborne,  Johnson,  Unicoi, 
Hawkins,  Cocke,  Knox,  Union,  Ander¬ 
son,  Grainger,  Scott,  and  Washington 
Counties,  Tenn. ; 

(3)  From  points  in  Beaver,  Cimarron, 
and  Texas  Counties,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Flagler,  Levy,  Baker,  Putnam,  Clay, 
Bradford,  St.  Johns,  Duval,  Union, 
Nassau,  Marion,  Alachua,  Lake,  Pasco, 
Sumter,  Orange,  Pinellas,  Citrus,  Indian 
River.  Polk,  Hernando,  Osceola,  Semi¬ 
nole,  Brevard,  Hillsboro,  Volusia,  Palm 
Beach,  Collier,  St.  Lucie,  Dade,  Martin, 
Monroe,  Broward,  Hendry,  Manatee,  Lee, 
Highlands,  Sarasota,  Charlotte,  Okee¬ 
chobee,  DeSoto,  Hardee,  and  Glades 
Counties,  Fla.;  points  in  Georgia,  North 
Carolina,  and  South  Carolina;  and  points 
in  DeKalb,  Overton,  Rutherford,  Wilson, 
Dickson,  Pickett  Smith,  Cannon,  Jack- 
son,  Putnam,  Stunner,  Cheatham,  Macon, 
Davidson,  Trousdale,  Clay,  Montgomery, 
Robertson,  Williamson,  Marshall,  Polk, 
Fentress,  Lincoln,  White,  Meigs,  Rhea, 
Franklin,  Sequatchie,  Loudon,  Monroe, 
Coffee,  Marion,  Van  Buren,  Bedford, 
Moore,  Cumberland,  Grundy,  McMinn, 


Bledsoe,  Morgan,  Roane,  Hamilton,  War¬ 
ren  ,  Bradley,  Hawkins,  Sevier,  Carter, 
Greene,  Jefferson,  Sullivan,  Cocke,  Clai¬ 
borne,  Johnson,  Unicoi,  Hamblen,  Knox, 
Union,  Hancock,  Blount  Scott  Wash¬ 
ington,  Grainger,  and  Campbell  Coun¬ 
ties,  Tenn.;  (4)  from  points  in  Adair, 
McIntosh,  Ottawa,  Wagoner,  Cherokee, 
Muskogee,  Rogers,  Craig,  Nowata, 
Sequoyah,  Delaware,  Okmulgee,  Tulsa, 
Mayes.  Osage,  and  Washington  Counties, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  Marion,  St.  Johns, 
Levy.  Nassau,  Flagler,  Clay,  Baker, 
Duval,  Bradford,  Putnam,  Alachua, 
Union,  Seminole,  Lake,  Brevard.  Pinellas, 
Indian  River,  Volusia,  Pasco,  Hillsboro, 
Sumter,  Osceola,  Hernando,  Polk, 
Orange,  Citrus,  Broward,  Martin,  Dade, 
Palm  Beach,  St.  Lucie,  Collier,  Monroe, 
Hendry.  Lee,  Charlotte,  Highlands,  De- 
Soto.  Manatee,  Glades,  Okeechobee, 
Hardee,  and  Sarasota  Counties,  Fla.; 
Wilkinson,  Taliaferro,  Wilkes,  Emanuel, 
Washington,  Columbia,  Warren,  Rich¬ 
mond.  Treutlen,  Burke,  Oglethorpe, 
Lincoln,  Greene,  Baldwin,  Laurens,  Han¬ 
cock,  McDuffie,  Johnson,  Glascock,  Jenk¬ 
ins,  Putnam,  Jefferson,  Chatham, 
Liberty,  Bullock,  Evans,  Bryan.  Effing¬ 
ham,  Candler,  Screven,  Wheeler,  Glynn, 
Bacon.  Pierce,  Wayne,  Jeff  Davis,  Ap¬ 
pling.  Tattnall,  Montgomery,  Charlton, 
Ware,  McIntosh,  Camden,  To  Ware, 
Long,  Brantley,  and  Tombs  Counties, 
Ga. ;  points  in  North  Carolina  and  South 
Carolina;  points  in  Trousdale,  Ruther¬ 
ford,  Montgomery,  Davidson,  Williamson, 
Robertson,  Macon,  Clay,  Wilson,  Pickett, 
Jackson,  Cannon,  Sumner.  Putnam, 
Dickson,  Cheatham,  Smith,  Overton,  De¬ 
Kalb,  Moore,  Sequatchie,  Morgan.  Van 
Buren,  Polk,  Warren,  Rhea,  White, 
Roane,  Monroe,  Meigs,  Lincoln,  Cumber¬ 
land,  Marshall,  Hamilton,  Coffee,  Marlon, 
Grundy,  Bradley,  Loudon,  Franklin, 
Bedford,  McMinn,  Fentress,  Bledsoe, 
Sullivan,  Scott,  Hancock,  Claiborne, 
Unicoi,  Knox,  Hamblen,  Carter,  Union, 
Johnson,  Greene,  Campbell.  Washington, 
Hawkins,  Grainger,  Anderson,  Sevier, 
Jefferson,  Cocke,  and  Blount  Counties, 
Tenn.; 

(5)  From  points  in  Atoka,  Latimer, 
Bryan,  LeFlore,  Choctaw,  McCurtaln, 
Coal,  Pittsburg,  Haskell,  and  Pushmata¬ 
ha  Counties,  Okla.,  to  points  In  Gran¬ 
ville,  Orange,  Rowan,  Warren,  Davie, 
Anson,  Guilford,  Person,  Stanly,  Wake, 
Davidson,  Allamance,  Lee,  Randolph, 
Stokes,  Franklin,  Chatham,  Montgomery, 
Richmond,  Union,  Forsyth,  Caswell, 
Moore,  Rockingham,  Vance,  Durham, 
Cabarrus,  Wilson,  Northampton,  Tyrrell, 
Dare,  Beaufort,  Hyde,  Pamlico,  Hertford, 
Currituck,  Washington,  Pasquotank, 
Halifax,  Chowan,  Martin,  Per  Quiman, 
Gates,  Camden,  Nash,  Pitt,  Edgecombe, 
Bertie,  Scotland,  North  Hanover,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Bladen,  Robeson.  Lenoir,  Cra¬ 
ven,  Hoke,  Sampson,  Jones,  Columbus, 
Harnett,  Onslow,  Johnston,  Carteret, 
Greene,  Pender,  Wayne,  Brunswick,  and 
Duplin  Counties,  N.C.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Evansville,  Ind.,  and  points  in 
Kentucky. 


No.  MC  107012  (Sub -No.  E207),  filed 
May  16.  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated ; 

(1)  from  points  in  Clatsop,  Lincoln, 
Washington,  Clackamas,  Marion,  Yam¬ 
hill,  Columbia,  Multnomah.  Lane,  Polk, 
Benton,  Linn,  and  Tillamook  Counties, 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  White,  Phillips,  Faulk¬ 
ner,  Lonoke,  Pulaski,  Perry,  Hot  Springs. 
Arkansas,  Prairie,  Cleburne,  Grant, 
Saline,  Conway,  Jefferson,  Monroe,  Gar¬ 
land,  Lee,  Sharp,  Randolph,  Stone,  St. 
Francis,  Woodruff,  Craighead,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Izard,  Greene,  Independence,  Jack- 
son,  Crittenden,  Baxter,  Lawrence,  Cross, 
Poinsett,  Fulton,  and  Clay  Counties, 
Ark.;  St.  Charles,  St.  Mary,  West  Baton 
Rouge,  Livingston,  St,  Bernard,  St. 
Helena,  St.  Tammany,  W.  Feliciana, 
Orleans,  E.  Baton  Rouge,  St.  James. 
Tangipahoa,  Ascension,  Polnte  Coupee. 
E.  Feliciana,  John  The  Baptist,  Terre¬ 
bonne,  Lafourche,  Plaquemlne,  Iberia,  St. 
Martin,  Washington,  Jefferson,  Assump¬ 
tion,  Iberville,  E.  Carroll,  Union,  Jackson, 
Madison,  Tensas,  Lincoln,  Morehouse 
Caldwell,  W.  Carroll,  Ouachita,  Winn, 
Richland,  and  Franklin  Parishes,  La.; 

(2)  from  points  in  Douglas,  Jackson, 
Josephine,  Coos,  and  Curry  Counties, 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  Woodruff,  Sharp,  Ful¬ 
ton,  Craighead,  Mississippi,  Stone,  Jack- 
son,  Greene.  Poinsett,  Cross,  Lawrence, 
Crittenden,  Randolph,  Independence, 
Baxter,  St.  Francis,  Izard,  and  day 
Counties,  Ark.;  St.  Charles,  St.  Martin. 
Washington,  Polnte  Coupee,  Assumption. 
St.  Helena,  St.  Mary,  Plaquemlne,  St. 
Bernard,  E.  Baton  Rouge,  St.  James,  St. 
Tammany,  W.  Baton  Rouge,  Jefferson,  E. 
Feliciana,  John  The  Baptist,  Tangipahoa, 
Orleans,  Lafourche.  Iberia.  Livingston, 
Terrebonne,  W.  Feliciana,  Iberville,  and 
Ascension  Parishes,  La.; 

(3)  From  points  in  Crook,  Sherman, 
DeSchutes,  Wasco,  Wheeler.  Gilliam. 
Hood  River,  and  Jefferson  Counties, 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  Jackson,  St.  Francis, 
Clay,  Crittenden,  Izard,  Randolph. 
Craighead,  Fulton,  Woodruff.  Poinsett, 
Greene,  Independence,  Stone,  Mississip¬ 
pi,  Cross,  Sharp,  Lawrence,  and  Baxter 
Counties,  Ark.;  and  W.  Baton  Rouge. 
Polnte  Coupee,  Terrebonne,  St.  Charles, 
St.  Martin,  Washington,  St.  Helena,  St. 
Mary,  Livingston,  St.  James,  St.  Tam¬ 
many,  W.  Feliciana,  John  The  Baptist, 
Tangipahoa,  Plaquemlne,  Orleans,  Ibe¬ 
ria,  St  Bernard,  Iberville.  Lafourche. 
Jefferson,  Ascension,  Assumption,  E. 
Feliciana,  and  E.  Baton  Rouge  Parishes, 
La.;  (4)  from  points  in  Harney,  Klamath, 
Lake,  and  Malheur  Counties.  Oreg.,  to 
points  in  St.  Francis,  Sharp.  Independ¬ 
ence,  day.  Poinsett,  Stone,  Lawrence, 
Craighead.  Crittenden,  Jackson,  Fulton, 
Greene,  Randolph,  Izard,  Cross,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Woodruff.  Baxter,  St.  Charles, 
John  The  Baptist,  Terrebonne,  Iberville, 
St.  Bernard,  Jefferson,  St.  Martin,  Wash- 
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ington,  Orleans,  E.  Feliciana,  St.  Helena, 
St.  Mary,  W.  Baton  Rouge,  Livingston,  E. 
Baton  Rouge,  Lafourche,  St.  Tammany, 
W.  Feliciana,  Iberia,  Assumption,  St. 
James,  Tangipahoa,  Pointe  Coupee, 
Plaquemine,  and  Ascension  Counties, 
Ark.;  (5)  from  points  in  Umatilla,  Union, 
Baker,  Wallowa,  Grant,  and  Morroe 
Counties,  Oreg.,  to  points  in  Poinsett, 
Stone,  Independence,  Crittenden,  Ran¬ 
dolph,  Woodruff,  Izard,  Greene,  St. 
Francis,  Mississippi,  Clay,  Craighead, 
Sharp,  Lawrence,  Baxter,  Fulton,  Jack- 
son,  and  Cross  Counties,  Ark.;  and  Pla¬ 
quemine,  St.  Martin,  Washington,  Pointe 
Coupee,  Iberia,  St.  Charles,  St.  Mary, 
W.  Baton  Rouge,  Jefferson,  E.  Feliciana, 
St.  Helena,  St.  Tammany,  W.  Feliciana, 
Orleans,  Ascension,  St.  James,  Tangipa¬ 
hoa,  St.  Bernard,  Lafourche,  E.  Baton 
Rouge,  John  The  Baptist,  Terrebonne, 
Livingston,  Iberville,  and  Assumption 
Parishes,  La.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Evans¬ 
ville,  Ind.,  and  points  in  Kentucky. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E208),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated; 
(1)  from  points  in  Allegheny,  Greene, 
Westmoreland,  Armstrong,  Indiana, 
Bearer,  Lawrence,  Butler,  Somerset, 
Fayette,  and  Washington  Counties,  Pa„ 
to  points  in  Alabama;  points  in  Polk, 
Buncombe,  Henderson,  Rutherford, 
Cherokee,  Jackson,  Yancey,  Clay,  Mc¬ 
Dowell,  Swain,  Graham,  Macon,  Trans¬ 
ylvania,  Haywood,  Mitchell,  and  Madison 
Counties,  N.C.;  Sumter,  Darlington. 
Marlboro,  Lexington,  Fairfield,  Richland, 
Aiken,  Keeshaw,  Calhoun,  Lancaster, 
Chesterfield,  Lee,  York,  Lamens,  Union, 
Cherokee,  McCormick,  Chester,  Newberry, 
Edgefield,  Saluda,  Greenwood,  Spartan¬ 
burg,  Jasper,  Berkeley,  Orangeburg,  Al¬ 
lendale,  Charleston,  Bamberg,  Colleton, 
Barnwell,  Dorchester,  Beaufort,  Hampton, 
Pickens,  Abbeville,  Anderson,  Greenville, 
and  Ocomee  Counties,  S.C.;  <2)  from 
points  in  Cameron,  Forest,  Venango, 
Clarion,  Jefferson,  Warren,  Crawford, 
McKean,  Elk,  Mercer,  Erie,  and  Potter 
Counties,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Jefferson,  Tal¬ 
ladega,  Coosa,  Calhoun,  Lee,  Etowah, 
Cullman,  Chambers,  Randolph,  Talla¬ 
poosa,  Elmore,  Cherokee,  St.  Clair,  Au¬ 
tauga,  Bibb,  Chilton,  Shelby,  Cleburne, 
Blount,  Clay,  DeKalb,  Jackson,  Lime¬ 
stone,  Madison,  Marshall,  Morgan,  Rus¬ 
sell,  Pike,  Dale,  Crenshaw,  Barbour,  Ge¬ 
neva,  Henry,  Bullock,  Montgomery, 
Houston,  Coffee,  Macon,  Covington, 
Monroe,  Hale,  Butler,  Escambia,  Perry, 
Lowndes,  Choctaw,  Greene,  Sumter, 
Marengo,  Clarke,  Washington,  Mobile, 
Conecuh,  Wilcox,  Baldwin,  and  Dallas 
Counties,  Ala.;  Surry,  Iredell,  Ashe, 
Cleveland,  Watauga,  Lincoln,  Avery, 
Wilkes,  Mecklenburg,  Burke,  Yadkin, 
Alexander,  Caldwell,  Gaston,  Alleghany, 
Catawba,  Yancey,  Madison,  Clay,  Mc¬ 
Dowell,  Transylvania,  Mitchell,  Graham, 


Rutherford,  Polk,  Haywood,  Swain,  Bun¬ 
combe,  Henderson,  Macon,  Cherokee, 
and  Jackson  Counties,  N.C.;  and  points 
in  South  Carolina; 

(3)  From  points  in  Adams,  Clearfield, 
Fulton,  Montour,  Union,  Bedford,  Clin¬ 
ton,  Huntingdon,  Northumberland,  Blair, 
Cumberland,  Juniata,  Perry,  Cambria, 
Dauphin,  Lycoming,  Snyder,  Centre, 
Franklin,  Mifflin,  and  Tioga  Counties.  Pa., 
to  points  in  Alabama;  points  in  Mitchell, 
Cherokee,  Swain,  Henderson,  Polk,  Bun¬ 
combe,  Madison,  Haywood,  Macon,  Gra¬ 
ham,  Yancey,  McDowell,  Rutherford, 
Clay,  Transylvania,  and  Jackson  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.C.;  Sumter,  Keeshaw,  Calhoun, 
Richland,  Lancaster,  Aiken,  Marlboro, 
Fairfield,  Lexington,  Darlington,  Lee, 
Chesterfield,  Cherokee,  Edgefield,  Ches¬ 
ter,  Union,  Newberry,  Greenwood, 
Saluda,  Lamens,  Spartanburg,  McCor¬ 
mick,  York,  Ocomee,  Pickens,  Abbeville, 
Anderson,  and  Greenville  Counties,  S.C.; 
(4)  from  points  in  Bradford,  Monroe, 
Wyoming,  Carbon,  Pike,  Columbia,  Sulli¬ 
van,  Lackawanna,  Susquehanna,  Lu¬ 
zerne,  and  Wayne  Counties,  Pa.,  to  points 
In  Alabama;  points  in  Mecklenburg, 
Ashe,  Gaston,  Avery,  Surry,  Alleghany, 
Cleveland,  Watauga,  Alexander,  Cald¬ 
well,  Wilkes,  Lincoln,  Catawba,  Yadkin, 
Iredell,  Burke,  Transylvania,  Henderson, 
Macon,  Clay,  Yancey,  Cherokee.  Mc¬ 
Dowell,  Polk,  Buncombe,  Jackson,  Ruth¬ 
erford,  Mitchell,  Haywood,  Swain,  Madi¬ 
son,  and  Graham  Counties,  N.C.;  Sumter, 
Richland,  Keeshaw,  Darlington.  Marl¬ 
boro,  Fail-field,  Chesterfield,  Lexington, 
Calhoun,  Lancaster,  Aiken,  Lee,  York, 
McCormick,  Cherokee,  Union,  Lamens, 
Spartanburg,  Edgefield,  Saluda,  Green¬ 
wood,  Newberry,  Chester,  Greenwood, 
Anderson,  Abbeville,  Pickens,  and  Oco¬ 
mee  Counties,  S.C.;  (5)  from  points  in 
Berks,  Lebanon,  Schuylkill,  Bucks, 
Lehigh,  York,  Chester,  Montgomery, 
Delaware,  Northampton,  Lancaster,  and 
Philadelphia  Counties,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Alabama;  points  in  Transylvania, 
Mitchell,  Jackson,  Buncombe,  Yancey, 
Madison,  Haywood,  Swain,  Macon,  Gra¬ 
ham,  Rutherford,  McWowell,  Clay,  Polk, 
Henderson,  and  Cherokee  Counties,  N.C. ; 
McCormick,  Saluda,  Lamens,  Cherokee, 
Newberry,  Greenwood,  York,  Edgefield, 
Union,  Chester,  Spartanburg.  Abbeville, 
Pickens,  Ocomee,  Greenville,  and  Ander¬ 
son  Counties,  S.C. ;  Mingo,  Logan,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Cabell,  Wayne.  Boone,  and  Putnam 
Counties,  W.  Va.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points 
in  Tennessee. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E209),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operte  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  created; 
(1)  from  points  in  Newport,  Washington, 
and  Bristol  Counties,  R.I.,  to  points  in 
Lincoln,  Catawba,  Burke,  Alleghany, 
Gaston,  Wilkes,  Surry,  Iredell,  Cleveland, 
Mecklenburg,  Yadkin,  Watauga,  Alexan¬ 
der,  Caldwell,  Avery,  Ashe,  Graham,  Polk, 


McDowell,  Buncombe,  Henderson,  Tran¬ 
sylvania,  Macon,  Haywood,  Mitchell, 
Madison,  Swain,  Rutherford,  Clay, 
Yancey,  Jackson,  and  Cherokee  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.C.;  Richland,  Keeshaw,  Calhoun, 
Lexington,  Lancaster,  Aiken,  Sumter, 
Marlboro,  Darlington,  Lee,  Fairfield, 
Chesterfield,  Greenwood,  Union,  Chester, 
Lamens,  Spartanburg,  Saluda,  York, 
Newberry,  Cherokee,  McCormick.  Edge- 
field,  Ocomee,  Pickens,  Greenville.  Abbe¬ 
ville,  and  Anderson  Counties.  S.C.; 
Wayne,  Putnam,  Cabell,  Boone,  Mingo, 
Logan,  and  Lincoln  Counties,  W.  Va.; 
and  (2)  from  points  in  Kent  and  Prov¬ 
idence  Counties,  R.I.,  to  points  in  Ire¬ 
dell,  Avery,  Wilkes,  Alleghany,  Caldwell, 
Ashe,  Gaston,  Burke,  Cleveland, 
Catawba,  Lincoln,  Surry,  Yadkin,  Meck¬ 
lenburg,  Watauga,  Alexander,  Hender¬ 
son,  Transylvania,  Madison,  Buncombe, 
Jackson,  Polk,  Mitchell,  Haywood,  Yan¬ 
cey,  Rutherford,  Graham,  McDowell, 
Clay,  Swain.  Macon,  and  Cherokee  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.C.;  Lexington,  Darlington,  Cal¬ 
houn,  Lancaster,  Richland,  Aiken.  Kee¬ 
shaw,  Chesterfield,  Fairfield,  Sumter,  Lee, 
Marlboro,  McCormick,  Saluda,  Cherokee, 
Edgefield,  Greenwood,  York,  Union,  New¬ 
berry,  Lamens,  Spartanburg,  Chester, 
Pickens,  Ocomee,  Greenville,  Anderson, 
and  Abbeville  Counties,  S.C.;  and  Lin¬ 
coln,  Cabell,  Logan,  Boone,  Mingo,  Put¬ 
nam,  and  Wayne  Counties,  W.  Va.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Tennessee. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E210),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AM¬ 
ERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988,  Ft. 
Wayne,  Ind.^46601.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated: 
(1)  from  points  in  Aiken,  Keeshaw,  Rich¬ 
land,  Calhoun,  Lancaster,  Sumter,  Chest¬ 
erfield,  Lexington,  Darlington.  Lee,  Fair- 
field,  and  Marlboro  Counties,  S.C.,  to 
points  in  Torrance,  Guadalupe,  Sante 
Fe,  Bernalillo,  Sandoval,  San  Miguel, 
Valencia,  Los  Alamos,  Rio  Arriba,  Mc¬ 
Kinley,  San  Juan,  Colfax,  Harding,  Mora, 
Taos,  Union,  Sierra,  Dona  Ana,  Otero. 
Catron,  Luna,  Hidalgo,  Socorro,  and 
Grant  Counties,  N.  Mex.;  Seminole,  Os¬ 
age,  Oklahoma,  Marshall,  Hughes,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Potawatomi,  Payne,  Pawnee,  King¬ 
fisher,  Grant,  Carter,  Noble,  Stephens, 
Logan,  Kay,  Grady,  Canadian,  Pontotoc, 
Love,  McClain,  Johnston,  Creek.  Murray, 
Okfuskee,  Lincoln,  Jefferson,  Garfield, 
Jackson,  Washita,  Greer,  Caddo,  Kiowa, 
Woods,  Ellis,  Comanche,  Major,  Wood¬ 
ward,  Dewey,  Blaine,  Roger  Mill,  Harper, 
Custer,  Beckham,  Tillman,  Harmon,  Cot¬ 
ton,  Alfalfa,  Cimarron,  Beaver,  Texas, 
Washington,  Ottawa,  Mayes,  Adair,  Se- 
qroyah,  Osage,  Delaware,  Tulsa,  Okmul¬ 
gee,  McIntosh,  Wagoner,  Nowata,  Craig, 
Rogers,  Muskogee,  and  Cherokee  Coun¬ 
ties,  Okla.;  Dallam,  Gray,  Hartley,  Col¬ 
lingsworth,  Carson,  Wheeler,  Potter, 
Moore,  Deaf  Smith,  Hale,  Hemphill,  Cot¬ 
tle,  Bailey,  Swisher,  Parmer,  Lipscomb, 
Donley,  Hall,  Hockley,  Childress,  Arm¬ 
strong,  Sherman,  Oldham,  Lamb.  Floyd. 
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Hansford,  Hutchinson,  Castro,  Wilbar¬ 
ger,  Roberts,  Motley,  Foard,  Hardeman, 
Cochran,  Briscoe,  Wichita,  Randall,  Och¬ 
iltree,  Winkler,  Pecos,  Culberson,  Ward, 
Loving,  Brewster,  Terrell,  Jeff  Davis, 
Reeves,  Hudspeth,  Presidio,  and  El  Paso 
Counties,  Tex.;  (2)  from  points  in  Ches¬ 
ter,  Newberry,  Edgefield,  Saluda,  Green¬ 
wood,  Spartanburg,  Lamens,  Union, 
Cherokee,  McCormick,  and  York  Coun¬ 
ties,  S.C.,  to  points  in  Washington,  Pope, 
Johnson,  Van  Buren,  Newton,  Franklin, 
Sebastian,  Marion,  Crawford,  Searcy, 
Madison,  Carroll,  Benton,  Logan,  and 
Boone  Counties,  Ark. ;  points  in  New 
Mexico;  points  in  McClain,  Logan,  Steph¬ 
ens,  Pawnee,  Jefferson,  Creek,  Love, 
Noble,  Seminole,  Kingfisher,  Hughes, 
Cleveland,  Osage,  Murray,  Potawatoml, 
Canadian,  Grant,  Carter,  Oklahoma, 
Marshall,  Pontotoc,  Kay,  Grady,  Okfus¬ 
kee,  Lincoln,  Payne,  Johnston,  Garfield, 
Harper,  Tillman,  Alfalfa,  Cotton,  Jack- 
son,  Roger  Mill,  Greer,  Comanche,  Wood¬ 
ward,  Major,  Ellis,  Caddo,  Woods,  Kiowa, 
Dewey,  Blaine,  Washita,  Harmon,  Custer, 
Beckham,  Beaver,  Cimarron,  Texas,  Rog¬ 
ers,  Adair,  Muskogee,  Cherokee,  Seqro- 
yah,  Ottawa,  Mayes,  Tulsa,  Osage,  Mc¬ 
Intosh,  Wagoner,  Okmulgee,  Delaware, 
Washington,  Nowata,  and  Craig  Coun¬ 
ties.  Okla.;  Dallam,  Castro,  Donley,  Hale, 
Hemphill,  Wheeler,  Randall,  Moore,  Cot¬ 
tle,  Deaf  Smith,  Floyd,  Hall,  Hockley, 
Swisher,  Potter,  Lipscomb,  Collingsworth, 
Briscoe,  Wilbarger,  Hansford,  Hutchin¬ 
son,  Motley,  Parmer,  Lamb,  Cochran, 
Carson,  Foard,  Hardeman,  Armstrong, 
Sherman,  Oldham,  Childress,  Bailey, 
Gray,  Hartley,  Wichita,  Roberts,  Ochil¬ 
tree,  Winkler,  Presidio,  tt  Paso,  Ward, 
Pecos,  Culberson,  Brewster,  Loving,  Ter¬ 
rell,  Jeff  Davis,  Reeves,  and  Hudspeth 
Counties,  Tex.; 

(3)  From  points  in  Allendale,  Charles¬ 
ton,  Orangeburg,  Bamberg,  Colleton, 
Barnwell,  Dorchester,  Berkeley,  Hamp¬ 
ton,  Beaufort,  and  Jasper  Counties,  S.C., 
to  points  in  Santa  Fe,  Bernalillo,  San 
Miguel,  Sandoval,  Torrance,  Los  Alamos, 
Valencia,  Guadalupe,  McKinley,  Rio  Ar¬ 
riba,  San  Juan,  Colfax,  Harding  Union, 
Taos,  Mora,  Catron,  Sierra,  Dona  Ana, 
Otero,  Lima,  Socorro,  Hidalgo,  and  Grant 
Counties,  N.  Mex.;  Kingfisher,  McClain, 
Pontotoc,  Osage,  Jefferson,  Creek,  John¬ 
ston,  Stephens,  Love,  Paynee,  Pawnee, 
Hughes,  Cleveland,  Lincoln,  Okfuskee, 
Murray,  Canadian,  Grant,  Carter,  Semi¬ 
nole,  Noble,  Marshall,  Kay,  Grundy, 
Logan,  Potawatoml,  Oklahoma,  Garfield, 
Woodward,  Roger  Mill,  Greer,  Cotton, 
Woods,  Harper,  Harmon,  Comanche, 
Washita,  Jackson,  Dewey,  Caddo,  Till¬ 
man,  Kiowa,  Ellis,  Blaine,  Major,  Alfalfa, 
Custer,  Beckham,  Beaver,  Cimarron, 
Texas,  Rogers,  Adair,  Muskogee,  Chero¬ 
kee,  Washington,  Ottawa,  Mayes,  Wag¬ 
oner,  Osage,  McIntosh,  Seqroyah,  Ok¬ 
mulgee,  Delaware,  Tulsa,  Nowata,  and 
Craig  Counties,  Okla.;  Dallam,  Gray, 
Wichita,  Wilbarger,  Castro,  Collings¬ 
worth,  Parmer,  Deaf  Smith,  Hale,  Hans¬ 
ford,  Armstrong,  Hockley,  Cottle,  Potter, 
Donley,  Swisher,  Hardeman,  Bailey, 
Hutchinson,  Sherman,  Oldham,  Floyd, 
Wheeler,  Hartley,  Briscoe,  Childress, 
Randall,  Ochiltree,  Foard,  Hall,  Hemp¬ 


hill,  Carson,  Cochran,  Roberts,  Motley, 
Moore,  Lipscomb,  Lamb,  Winkler,  Pre¬ 
sidio,  El  Paso,  Brewster,  Pecos,  Culber¬ 
son,  Ward,  Loving,  Terrell,  Jeff  Davis, 
Reeves,  and  Hudspeth  Counties,  Tex.; 

(4)  From  points  in  Florence,  George¬ 
town,  Horry,  Clarendon,  Marion,  Dillon, 
and  Williamsburg  Counties,  S.C.,  to 
points  in  Pope,  Washington,  Franklin, 
Newton,  Searcy,  Crawford,  Van  Buren, 
Sebastian,  Carroll,  Marion,  Logan, 
Boone,  Madison,  Johnson,  and  Benton 
Counties,  Ark.;  points  in  New  Mexico; 
points  in  Love,  Pawnee,  Murray,  Ponto¬ 
toc,  Stephens,  Grady,  Kay,  Jefferson,  Lo¬ 
gan,  Osage,  Cleveland,  Garfield,  Johns¬ 
ton,  Payne,  Kingfisher,  Lincoln,  Carter, 
Creek,  McClain,  Hughes,  Noble,  Marshall, 
Canadian,  Okfuskee,  Oklahoma,  Semi¬ 
nole,  Potawatoml,  Grant,  Dewey, 
Washita,  Harper,  Beckham,  Ellis,  Woods, 
Jackson,  Custer,  Greer,  Roger  Mill, 
Kiowa,  Caddo,  Woodward,  Tillman,  Cot¬ 
ton,  Blaine,  Harmon,  Major,  Comanche, 
Alfalfa,  Texas,  Cimarron,  Beaver,  Tulsa, 
Sequoyah,  Wagoner,  Ottawa,  Nowata, 
Osage,  Cherokee,  Delaware,  Rogers, 
Adair,  Okmulgee,  Muskogee,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Mayes,  Craig,  and  McIntosh  Coun¬ 
ties,  Okla.;  Dallam,  Gray,  Hartley,  Wil¬ 
barger,  Carson,  Roberts,  Potter,  Moore, 
Deaf  Smith,  Hale,  Hemphill,  Briscoe, 
Castro,  Randall,  Parmer,  Lipscomb,  Don¬ 
ley,  Hall,  Hockley,  Armstrong,  Sherman, 
Cochran,  Oldham,  Lamb,  Floyd,  Hans¬ 
ford,  Hutchinson,  Bailey,  Swisher,  Col¬ 
lingsworth,  Ochiltree,  Foard,  Hardeman, 
Wichita,  Wheeler,  Childress,  Cottle,  Mot¬ 
ley,  Presidio,  Pecos,  Culberson,  Winkler, 
Loving,  Brewster,  Ward,  Jeff  Davis,  Ter¬ 
rell,  Hudspeth,  Reeves,  and  El  Paso 
Counties,  Tex.;  (5)  from  points  in  Green¬ 
ville,  Ocomee,  Pickens,  Abbeville,  and 
Anderson  Comities,  S.C.,  to  points  in 
Torrance,  Los  Alamos,  Santa  Fe,  San¬ 
doval,  Valencia,  San  Miguel,  Bernalillo, 
Guadalupe,  McKinley,  Rio  Arriba,  San 
Juan,  Colfax,  Harding,  Mora,  Taos, 
Union,  Otero,  Grant,  Socorro,  Hidalgo, 
Sierra,  Luna,  Catron,  and  Dona  Ana 
Counties,  N.  Mex.;  Seminole,  Kay, 
Hughes,  Potawatoml,  Lincoln,  Grant, 
McClain,  Kingfisher,  Grady,  Pontotoc, 
Johnston,  Logan,  Love,  Jefferson,  Okfus¬ 
kee,  Payne,  Oklahoma,  Cleveland,  Ste¬ 
phens,  Osage,  Pawnee,  Creek,  Murray, 
Garfield,  Noble,  Canadian,  Marshall, 
Carter,  Woods,  Greer,  Kiowa,  Alfalfa, 
Cotton,  Woodward,  Major,  Beckham, 
Blaine,  Custer,  Harmon,  Roger  Mill,  De¬ 
wey,  Harper,  Tillman,  Caddo,  Ellis,  Jack- 
son,  Washita,  Comanche,  Beaver,  Cimar¬ 
ron,  Texas,  Ottawa,  Nowata,  Mayes, 
McIntosh,  Rogers,  Wagoner,  Adair,  Se¬ 
quoyah,  Washington,  Cherokee,  Tulsa, 
Muskogee,  Craig,  Okmulgee,  Osage,  and 
Delaware  Counties,  Okla.;  Dallam,  Gray, 
Hardeman,  Castro,  Potter,  Sherman, 
Cottle,  Moore,  Deaf  Smith,  Hale,  Hart¬ 
ley,  Childress,  Bailey,  Swisher,  Collings¬ 
worth,  Motley,  Donley,  Hall,  Hemphill, 
Oldham,  Randall,  Wheeler,  Cochran, 
Ochiltree,  Floyd,  Hansford,  Hockley,  Par¬ 
mer,  Roberts,  Wichita,  Lamb,  Foard, 
Carson,  Hutchinson,  Briscoe,  Armstrong, 
Wilbarger,  Lipscomb,  Pecos,  Presidio, 
Hudspeth,  Winkler,  Loving,  Jeff  Davis, 
Ward,  Brewster,  Terrell,  Culberson, 


Reeves,  and  El  Paso  Counties,  Tex.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Evansville,  Ind.,  and  points 
in  Kentucky. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  i3211>,  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated; 
(1)  from  points  in  Aurora,  Douglas,  Lake, 
Moody,  Bon  Homme,  Gregory,  Lincoln, 
Sanborn,  Charles  Mix,  Hanson,  McCook, 
Turner,  Clay,  Hutchinson,  Miner,  Union, 
Davidson,  Jerauld,  Minnehaha,  and 
Yankton  Counties,  S.  Dak.,  to  points  in 
Tangipahoa,  John  The  Baptist,  Assump¬ 
tion,  Jefferson,  Terrebonne,  St  Martin, 
E.  Baton  Rouge,  Lafourche,  Washing¬ 
ton,  St.  Mary,  E.  Feliciana,  Livingston, 
W.  Baton  Rouge,  St.  Tammany,  Iberia, 
Plaquemine,  W.  Feliciana,  Ascension, 
Iberville,  Orleans,  Pointe  Coupee,  St. 
Bernard,  St.  Charles,  St.  Helena,  and  St. 
James  Counties,  La.;  Yalobusha,  Mon¬ 
roe,  Calhoun,  Itawamba,  Prentiss,  Webs¬ 
ter,  Panola,  Chickasaw,  Lafayette,  Tate, 
Union,  Pontotoc,  Choctaw,  Lowndes,  Tip¬ 
pah,  Tunila,  Alcorn,  Clay,  Lee,  Tisho¬ 
mingo,  Marshall,  Benton,  DeSoto,  Oktib- 
eha,  Forrest,  Jackson,  Stone,  George, 
Jones,  Wayne,  Greene,  Lamar,  Hancock, 
Perry,  Covington,  Harrison,  and  Pearl 
River  Counties,  Miss.;  Trousdale,  Cheat¬ 
ham,  Jackson,  Putnam,  Williamson, 
Clay,  Macon,  Robertson,  Wilson,  David¬ 
son,  Montgomery,  Rutherford,  DeKalb, 
Overton,  Smith,  Cannon,  Dickson,  Pic¬ 
kett,  Sumner,  Roane,  Moore,  Bledsoe, 
Franklin,  McMinn,  Sequatchie,  Morgan, 
Bradley,  Grundy,  Marion,  Van  Buren, 
Polk,  Coffee,  Hamilton,  Marshall,  War¬ 
ren,  Rhea,  Cumberland,  Campbell,  Lou¬ 
don,  Meigs,  White,  Bedford,  Fentress, 
Lincoln,  Monroe,  Sullivan,  Blount, 
Grainger,  Jefferson,  Unicoi,  Greene, 
Johnson,  Union,  Carter,  Hamblen,  Knox, 
Washington,  Claiborne,  Hawkins,  Scott, 
Anderson,  Cocke,  Hancock,  Sevier,  Weak¬ 
ley,  Carroll,  Henry,  Lewis,  Decatur,  Hick¬ 
man.  Maury,  Giles,  Houston,  Perry,  Har¬ 
din,  Lawrence,  Stewart,  Benton,  Hender¬ 
son,  Humphreys,  and  Wayne  Counties, 
Term.;  Caroline  King  George,  Westmore¬ 
land,  Culpeper,  Orange,  Alexandria,  Es¬ 
sex,  Prince  William,  Fairfax,  Spotsyl¬ 
vania,  Falls  Church,  Arlington,  Fau¬ 
quier,  Stafford,  Fredericksburg,  Prince 
George,  Petersburg,  Mecklenburg,  Bruns¬ 
wick,  Dinwiddle,  James  Pity,  Charlottes¬ 
ville,  Richmond,  New  Kent,  Buckingham, 
Fluvanna,  King  &  Queen,  Prince  Edward, 
Waynesboro,  Nottoway,  Charles  City, 
Goochland,  King  William,  Colonial 
Heights,  Powhatan,  Albemarle,  Chester 
field,  Hanover,  Louisa,  Hopewell,  Lunen¬ 
burg,  Amelia,  Cumberland,  Henrico,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Emporia,  Gloucester,  Middlesex, 
Southampton,  Portsmouth,  Franklin, 
Greensville,  Nansemond,  Surry,  Suffolk, 
Hampton,  Isle  of  Wight,  Northampton, 
Sussex,  Virginia  Beach,  Newport  News, 
Lancaster,  Northumberland,  York,  Wil¬ 
liamsburg,  Accomack,  Mathews,  Rich- 
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mond,  Chesapeake,  Wise,  Clifton  Forge, 
Lynchburg,  Salem,  Pittsylvania,  High¬ 
land,  Russell,  Henry,  Bath,  Campbell, 
Floyd,  Wythe,  Covington,  Martinsville, 
S.  Boston,  Patrick,  Washington,  Rock¬ 
bridge,  Alleghany,  Bedford,  Carroll, 
Franklin,  Bedford,  Danville,  Norton, 
Staunton,  Nelson,  Tazewell,  Giles,  Am¬ 
herst,  Bland,  Charlotte,  Bristol,  Galax, 
Radford,  Roanoke,  Montgomery,  Smyth, 
Grayson,  Appomattox,  Botetourt,  Craig, 
Buena  Vista,  Lexington,  Roanoke,  Pul¬ 
aski,  Lee,  Scott,  Halifax,  Augusta,  Bu¬ 
chanan,  and  Dickenson  Counties,  Va.; 

(2)  From  points  in  Clark,  Hamlin, 
Codington,  Kingsbury,  Beadle,  Day,  Mar¬ 
shall,  Brown,  Deuel,  Roberts,  Brookings, 
Grant,  and  Spink  Counties,  S.  Dak.,  to 
points  in  St.  Charles,  St.  Mary,  W.  Baton 
Rouge,  Plaquemine,  Iberville,  St.  Helena, 
St.  Tammany,  W.  Feliciana,  Orleans, 
Iberia,  St.  James,  Tangipahoa,  E.  Felici¬ 
ana,  Livingston,  E.  Baton  Rouge,  John 
The  Baptist,  Terrebonne,  Pointe  Coupee, 
Lafourche,  Assumption,  St.  Martin, 
Washington,  St.  Bernard,  Jefferson,  and 
Ascension  Parishes,  La.;  points  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi;  points  in  Rutherford,  Wilson, 
Overton,  DeKalb,  Smith,  Cannon,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Davidson,  Sumner,  Putnam, 
Macon,  Clay,  Trousdale,  Robertson, 
Jackson,  Cheatham,  Williamson,  Pickett, 
Dickson,  Marshall,  Polk,  Warren,  Lou¬ 
don,  Fentress,  Meigs,  Rhea,  White,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Cumberland,  Monroe,  Roane,  Bed¬ 
ford,  Hamilton,  Coffee,  Moore,  Se¬ 
quatchie,  McMinn,  Grundy,  Bradley, 
Morgan,  Van  Buren,  Marion,  Franklin, 
Bledsoe,  Knox,  Union,  Hawkins,  Cocke, 
Scott,  Washington,  Hancock,  Claiborne, 
Sevier,  Anderson,  Hamblen,  Carter,  Sul¬ 
livan,  Jefferson,  Greene,  Campbell,  Uni¬ 
coi,  Johnson,  Grainger,  Blount,  Weakley, 
Maury,  Henry,  Carroll,  Wayne,  Lewis, 
Henderson,  Benton,  Stewart,  Hum¬ 
phreys,  Hardin,  Perry,  Houston,  Giles, 
Lawrence,  Hickman,  and  Decatur  Coun¬ 
ties,  Tenn.;  Fredericksburg,  Westmore¬ 
land,  King  George,  Arlington,  Falls 
Church,  Stafford,  Fauquier,  Fairfax, 
Spotsylvania,  Fairfax,  Essex,  Prince  Wil¬ 
liam,  Culpeper,  Alexandria,  Orange,  Car¬ 
oline,  Prince  George,  Richmond,  Meck¬ 
lenburg,  King  William,  Goochland, 
Charles  City,  Charlottesville,  Waynes¬ 
boro,  New  Kent,  Albemarle,  Fluvanna, 
Buckingham,  Colonial  Heights,  Prince 
Edward,  Nottoway,  Henrico,  Dinwiddle, 
Brunswick,  Hopewell,  Louisa,  Powha¬ 
tan,  James  City,  Cumberland,  Amelia, 
Petersburg,  Lunenburg,  King  &  Queen, 
Hanover,  Chesterfield,  Sussex,  Hamp¬ 
ton,  Virginia  Beach,  Richmond,  Lan¬ 
caster,  York,  Newport  News,  Wil¬ 
liamsburg,  Isle  of  Wight,  Chesapeake, 
Norfolk,  Middlesex,  Northampton, 
Greensville,  Emporia,  Portsmouth, 
Southampton,  Nansemond,  Gloucester, 
Franklin,  Suffolk,  Surry,  Mathews,  Ac¬ 
comack,  Wise,  Clifton  Forge,  Lynchburg, 
Salem,  Smyth,  Dickenson,  Halifax,  Nel¬ 
son,  Charlotte,  Botetourt,  Wythe,  Cov¬ 
ington,  Martinsville,  S.  Boston,  Russell, 
Floyd,  Henry,  Patrick,  Craig,  Bland,  Am¬ 
herst,  Bedford,  Danville,  Norton,  Staun¬ 
ton,  Scott,  Franklin,  Highland,  Pittsyl¬ 
vania,  Carroll,  Bedford,  Bristol,  Galax, 


Radford,  Washington,  Rockbridge,  Giles, 
Lee,  Pulaski,  Campbell,  Bath,  Buena  Vis¬ 
ta,  Lexington,  Roanoke,  Tazewell,  Bu¬ 
chanan,  Grayson,  Montgomery,  Alle¬ 
ghany,  and  Augusta  Counties,  Va. ; 

(3)  From  points  in  Bruel,  Jones,  Todd, 
Buffalo,  Lyman,  Tripp,  Hand,  Mellette, 
Hughes,  Stanley,  Hyde,  and  Sully  Coun¬ 
ties,  S.  Dak. ;  St.  Charles,  St.  Mary,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Orleans,  Iberia,  St.  Helena,  St. 
Tammany,  W.  Baton  Rouge,  Livingston, 
E.  Feliciana,  St.  James,  Tangipahoa,  W. 
Feliciana,  Lafourche,  E.  Baton  Rouge, 
John  The  Baptist,  Terrebonne,  Pointe 
Coupe,  Jefferson,  Assumption,  St.  Mar¬ 
tin,  St.  Bernard,  Plaquemine,  Iberville, 
and  Ascension  Parishes,  La.;  points  in 
Mississippi;  points  in  Wilson,  Sumner, 
Montgomery,  Davidson,  Robertson, 
Trousdale,  Macon,  Clay,  Williamson, 
Putnam,  Jackson,  Cheatham,  Ruther¬ 
ford,  Pickett,  Dickson,  Cannon,  Smith, 
Overton,  DeKalb,  Polk,  Marshall,  Van 
Buren,  Lincoln,  Cumberland,  Rhea, 
Meigs,  Warren,  Hamilton,  Coffee,  Mar¬ 
ion,  Monroe,  White,  Grundy,  Bradley, 
Roane,  Moore,  McMinn,  Franklin,  Bled¬ 
soe,  Sequatchie,  Morgan,  Loudon,  Fen¬ 
tress,  Bedford,  Knox,  Sullivan,  Hancock, 
Claiborne,  Unicoi,  Scott,  Hamblen,  Car¬ 
ter,  Union,  Johnson,  Greene,  Campbell, 
Washington,  Jefferson,  Grainger,  Blount, 
Sevier,  Hawkins,  Cocke,  Anderson,  Weak¬ 
ley,  Lewis,  Henry,  Carroll,  Stewart,  Law¬ 
rence,  Henderson,  Benton,  Wayne, 
Humphreys,  Hardin,  Perry,  Houston, 
Giles,  Maury,  Hickman,  and  Decatur 
Counties,  Tenn.;  points  in  Virginia;  (4) 
from  points  in  Campbell,  Harding,  Cor¬ 
son,  McPherson,  Dewey,  Perkins,  Ed- 
munda.  Potter,  Faulk,  and  Walworth 
Counties,  S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  St.  Charles, 
St.  Mary,  W.  Baton  Rouge,  Livingston,  E. 
Feliciana,  St.  Helena,  St  Tammany,  W. 
Feliciana,  Orleans,  Iberia,  St.  James, 
Tangipahoa,  Plaquemine,  Ascension, 
Iberville,  John  The  Baptist,  Terrebonne, 
Pointe  Coupee,  Assumption,  Jefferson,  St. 
Martin,  Washington,  St.  Bernard,  E.  Bat¬ 
on  Rouge,  and  Lafourche  Parishes,  La.; 
points  in  Mississippi  and  Tennessee ; 
points  in  Stafford,  Alexandria,  Orange, 
Caroline,  Fairfax,  Essex,  King  George, 
Falls  Church,  Arlington,  Fauquier,  Fred¬ 
ericksburg,  Spotsylvania,  Fairfax,  West¬ 
moreland,  Prince  William,  Culpeper, 
Prince  George,  King  William,  Waynes¬ 
boro,  New  Kent,  Albemarle,  Chesterfield, 
Charlottesville,  Colonial  Heights,  Han¬ 
over,  Henrico,  Goochland,  Charles  Pity, 
Powhatan,  Hopewell,  Louisa,  Nottoway, 
Fluvanna,  Buckingham,  James  Pity, 
Petersburg,  Mecklenburg,  Lunenburg, 
Dinwiddie,  Brunswick,  Prince  Edward, 
Richmond,  King  &  Queen,  Amelia,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Sussex,  Hampton,  Virginia 
Beach,  Gloucester,  Middlesex,  York,  New¬ 
port  News,  Williamsburg,  Acomack, 
Mathews,  Chesapeake,  Norfolk,  Surry, 
Northumberland,  Lancaster,  Emporia, 
Portsmouth,  Southampton,  Northamp¬ 
ton,  Isle  of  Wight,  Franklin,  Suffolk, 
Richmond,  Nansemond,  Greensville, 
Wise,  Clifton,  Forge,  Lynchburg,  Salem, 
Highland,  Pittsylvania,  Dickenson,  Scott, 
Franklin,  Wythe,  Covington,  Martins¬ 
ville.  S.  Boston,  Lee,  Grayson,  Pulaski, 


Smyth,  Giles,  Bedford,  Danville,  Norton, 
Staunton,  Montgomery,  Carroll,  Roan¬ 
oke,  Tazewell,  Campbell,  Bristol,  Galax, 
Radford,  Halifax,  Nelson,  Charlotte, 
Rockbridge,  Washington,  Buchanan, 
Buena  Vista,  Lexington,  Roanoke,  Henry, 
Patrick,  Craig,  Russell,  Floyd,  Botetourt, 
Bland.  Amherst,  Bedford,  Alleghany, 
Bath,  Augusta,  and  Appomattox  Coun¬ 
ties,  Va.; 

(5)  From  points  in  Custer,  Meade, 
Fall  River,  Pennington,  Haakon,  Shan¬ 
non,  Bennett,  Jackson,  Washabaugh, 
Butte,  Lawrence,  and  Ziebach  Counties, 
S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  St.  Charles,  St. 
Mary,  W.  Baton  Rouge,  Plaquemine,  E. 
Feliciana,  St.  Helena,  St.  Tammany,  W. 
Feliciana,  Pointe  Coupee,  Iberia,  St. 
James,  Tangipahoa,  St.  Bernard,  As¬ 
cension,  Iberville,  John  The  Baptist, 
Terrebonne,  Livingston, .  Assumption, 
Jefferson,  Mt.  Martin,  Washington,  Or- 
rleans,  E.  Baton  Rouge,  and  Lafourche 
Parishes,  La.;  points  in  Mississippi; 
points  in  Williamson,  Robertson,  Put¬ 
nam,  DeKalk,  Wilson,  Rutherford,  Can¬ 
non,  Dickson,  Trousdale,  Montgomery, 
Cheatham,  Jackson,  Smith,  Overton, 
Clay,  Macon,  Sumner,  Pickett,  Davidson, 
Marshall,  Morgan,  Van  Buren,  Loudon, 
Coffee,  Meigs,  Polk,  Warren,  McMinn, 
Cumberland,  Marton,  Rhea,  White,  Bed¬ 
ford,  Fentress,  Monroe,  Roane,  Hamil¬ 
ton,  Bledsoe,  Franklin,  Moore,  Sequat¬ 
chie,  Lincoln,  Bradley,  Grundy,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Sullivan,  Hawkins,  Carter,  John¬ 
son,  Unicoi,  Jefferson,  Claiborne,  Knox, 
Union,  Anderson,  Cocke,  Scott,  Ham¬ 
blen,  Grainger,  Blount,  Sevier,  Hancock, 
Campbell,  Greene,  Weakley,  Hickman, 
Carroll,  Maury,  Houston,  Decatur. 
Perry.  Lawrence,  Giles,  Stewart,  Lewis 
Hardin,  Wayne,  Benton,  Henderson, 
Henry,  and  Humphreys  Counties,  Tenn. ; 
and  points  in  Virginia.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Evansville,  Ind.,  and  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  6212),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated; 
(1)  from  points  in  Angelina,  Cherokee, 
Fannin,  Harrison,  Lamar,  Rains,  Shelby, 
Van  Zandi,  Anderson,  Collin,  Freestone, 
Henderson,  Marion,  Red  River,  Smith, 
Wood,  Bowie,  Dallas,  Franklin,  Hopkins, 
Morris,  Rockwall,  San  Augustine,  Camp, 
Delia,  Gregg,  Hunt,  Nacogdochs,  Rusk, 
Titus,  Cass,  Ellis,  Grayson,  Kaufman, 
Panola,  Sabine,  and  Upshur  Counties, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Tyrrell,  Northampton, 
Halifax,  Camden,  Pitt,  Nash,  Gates, 
Bertie,  Per  Quiman,  Martin,  Edge¬ 
combe,  Chowan,  Washington,  Pasquo¬ 
tank,  Hyde,  Dare,  Beaufort,  Wilson, 
Pamlico,  Hertford,  and  Currituck  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.C.;  Orange,  Arlington,  Fairfax, 
King  George,  Culpeper,  Alexandria, 
Fauquier,  Caroline,  Westmoreland, 
Prince  William,  Fredericksburg,  Staf¬ 
ford,  Falls  Church,  Spotsylvania,  Essex, 
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Rockingham,  Frederick,  Loudon,  Har¬ 
risonburg,  Shenandoah,  Clarke,  Greene, 
Warren,  Rappahannock,  Winchester, 
Page,  Madison,  Richmond,  Petersburg, 
Hopewell,  Waynesboro,  Colonial  Heights, 
Charlottesville,  Prince  George,  Mecklen¬ 
burg,  James  Pity,  Dinwiddle,  Amelia, 
Prince  Edward,  Lunenburg,  Henrico, 
Cumberland,  Albemarle,  Powhatan,  Lou¬ 
isa,  Hanover,  Chesterfield,  Brunswick, 
Nottoway,  King  William,  Goochland, 
Charles  City,  New  Kent,  King  &  Queen, 
Fluvanna,  Buckingham,  Lancaster, 
Northumberland,  York,  Newport  News, 
Williamsburg,  Mathews,  Richmond, 
Chesapeake,  Norfolk,  Middlesex,  South¬ 
ampton,  Emporia,  Portsmouth,  North¬ 
ampton,  Surry,  Franklin,  Suffolk, 
Nansemond,  Sussex,  Hampton,  Virginia 
Beach,  Greensville,  Isle  of  Wight,  Ac¬ 
comack,  and  Gloucester  Counties,  Va.; 

(2)  From  points  in  Austin,  Burleson, 
Colorado,  Galveston,  Hays,  Jefferson, 
Limestone,  Newton,  Travis,  Waller, 
Bastrop,  Caldwell,  DeWitt,  Gonzales, 
Harris,  Lavaca,  Madison,  Orange,  Trin¬ 
ity,  Washington,  Bell,  Calhoun,  Falls, 
Grimes,  Houston,  Lee,  Matagorda,  Polk, 
Tyler,  Wharton,  Brazoria,  Chambers, 
Fayette,  Guadalupe,  Jasper,  Leon, 
Milam,  Robertson,  Victoria,  Williamson, 
Brazos,  Comal,  Fort  Bend,  Hardin,  Jack- 
son,  Liberty,  Montgomery,  San  Jacinto, 
and  Walker  Counties,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Lake,  St.  Louis,  Tasca,  Carlton,  Cook, 
Aitkin,  Koochichin,  Pennington,  Lake  of 
the  Woods,  Red  Lake,  Mahnomen,  Polk, 
Norman,  Roseau,  Marshall,  Beltrami, 
Clearwater,  and  Kittson  Counties, 
Minn.;  Essex,  Fairfax,  Fauquier,  King 
George,  Orange,  Prince  William,  Fair¬ 
fax,  Spotsylvania,  Falls  Church,  Staf¬ 
ford,  Fredericksburg,  Westmoreland, 
Alexandria,  Arlington,  Caroline,  Cul¬ 
peper,  Loudon,  Shenandoah,  Madison, 
Warren,  Page,  Harrisonburg,  Rappahan¬ 
nock,  Winchester,  Rockingham,  Bucking¬ 
ham,  Fluvanna,  James  Pity,  New  Kent, 
Colonial  Heights,  Waynesboro,  Charles 
City,  Goochland,  King  William,  Notto¬ 
way,  Charlottesville,  Chesterfield,  Han¬ 
over,  Louisa,  Powhatan,  Hopewell,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Henrico,  Lunenburg,  Prince 
Edward,  Richmond,  Dinwiddie,  King  8c 
Queen,  Mecklenburg,  Prince  George, 
Petersburg,  Albemarle,  Amelia,  and 
Brunswick  Counties,  Va.;  (3)  from  points 
in  Aransas.  Brooks,  Goliad,  Kenedy, 
Maverick,  Refugio,  Wilson,  Atascosa, 
Cameron,  Hidalgo,  Kinney,  McMullen, 
San  Patricio,  Willacy,  Bandera,  Dimmit, 
Jim  Wells,  Kleberg,  Medina,  Starr, 
Zavala,  Bexar,  Duval,  Jim  Hogg,  LaSalle, 
Nueces,  Uvalde,  Zapata,  Bee,  Frio, 
Kaines,  Live  Oak,  Real,  and  Webb  Coun¬ 
ties,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Cook,  Carlton, 
Tasca,  Aitkin,  Lake,  St.  Louis,  Roseau, 
Mahnomen,  Clearwater,  Red  Lake.  Mar¬ 
shall,  Beltrami,  Polk,  Lake  of  the  Woods, 
Pennington,  Koochichin,  Norman,  and 
Kittson  Counties,  Minn.;  Union,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Lee,  Franklin,  Caswell,  Stokes, 
Randolph,  Montgomery,  Durham,  Cabar¬ 
rus,  Warren,  Rowan,  Person,  Guilford, 
Davie,  Allamace,  Wake,  Stanly,  Orange, 
Granville,  Davidson,  Anson,  Vance, 
Rockingham,  Moore,  Forsyth,  Chatham, 
Gates,  Camden,  Wilson,  Per  Quiman, 


Martin,  Edgecombe,  Bertie,  Pasquotank, 
Hyde,  Beaufort,  Dare,  Washington, 
Pamlico,  Halifax,  Chowan,  Tyrrell, 
Northampton,  Hertford,  Currituck,  Pitt, 
„  Nash,  Ashe,  Iredell,  Catawba,  Alleghany, 
Wilkes,  Lincoln,  Cadwell,  Alexander, 
Watauga,  Gaston,  Avery,  Surry,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Burke,  Yadkin,  and  Mecklenburg 
Counties,  N.C.;  Macon,  Clay,  Jackson, 
Cheatham,  Dickson,  Cannon,  Smith, 
Montgomery,  Wilson,  Rutherford,  Over- 
ton,  Trousdale,  Robertson,  Greene, 
Campbell,  Grainger,  Blount,  Cocke,  An¬ 
derson,  Carter,  Claiborne,  Unicoi, 
Hawkins,  Sevier,  Jefferson,  Washington, 
Scott,  Hamblen,  Union,  Knox,  Hancock, 
Sullivan,  and  Johnson  Counties,  Tenn.; 
and  points  in  Virginia ; 

(4)  From  points  in  Armstrong,  Chil¬ 
dress,  Deaf  Smith,  Hardeman,  Hemphill, 
Motley,  Potter,  Wheeler,  Bailey,  Coch¬ 
ran,  Donley,  Hansford,  Hockley,  Moore, 
Randall,  Wilbarger,  Briscoe,  Collings¬ 
worth,  Floyd,  Hall,  Hutchinson,  Ochil¬ 
tree,  Roberts,  Wichita,  Castro,  Cottle, 
Foard,  Hale,  Lamb,  O Ilham,  Sherman, 
Carson,  Dallam,  Gray,  Hartley,  Lips¬ 
comb,  Parmer,  and  Swisher  Counties, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Glascock,  Hancock, 
Lincoln,  Richmond,  Wilkes,  Emanuel, 
Jefferson,  Laurens,  Taliaferro,  Columbia, 
Jenkins,  McDuffie,  Treutlen,  Wilkinson, 
Burke,  Baldwin,  Oglethorpe,  Warren, 
Greene,  Johnson,  Putnam,  Washington, 
Bullock,  Liberty,  Candler,  Screven, 
Chatham,  Evans,  Bryan,  and  Effingham 
Counties,  Ga.;  points  in  North  Carolina 
and  South  Carolina;  points  in  Cannon, 
Dickson,  Putnam,  Sumner,  Cheatham, 
Jackson,  Pickett,  Trousdale,  Clay, 
Macon,  Robertson,  Williamson,  David¬ 
son,  Montgomery,  Rutherford,  Wilson, 
DeKalb,  Overton,  Smith,  Warren,  White, 
Bedford,  Fentress,  Loudon,  Monroe, 
Roane,  Bledsoe,  Franklin,  Me  Minn, 
Moore,  Van  Buren,  Bradley,  Rhea, 
Marlon,  Grundy,  Morgan,  Sequatchie, 
Coffee,  Hamilton,  Marshall,  Polk,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Lincoln,  Meigs,  Blount, 
Hawkins,  Grainger,  Sevier,  Hamblen, 
Jefferson,  Greene,  Sullivan,  Campbell, 
Johnson,  Hancock,  Unicoi,  Carter,  Clai¬ 
borne,  Knox,  Union,  Anderson,  Cocke, 
Scott,  and  Washington  Counties,  Tenn.; 
and  points  in  Virginia;  (5)  from  points 
in  Andrews,  Bosque,  Clay,  Coryell,  Daw¬ 
son,  Edwarls,  Glasscock,  Hood,  Kerr, 
Knox,  Mason,  Midland,  Palo  Pinto, 
Scurry,  Sterling,  Terry,  Wise,  Archer, 
Brown,  Comanche,  Concho,  Denton, 
Erath,  Hamilton,  Irion,  Kent,  Lampasas, 
Martin,  Mills,  Parker,  Schleicher,  Stone¬ 
wall,  Throckmorton,  Yoakum,  Baylor, 
Burnet,  Coleman,  Crane,  Dickens,  Fisher, 
Haskell,  Jack,  Kendall,  Llano,  McCul¬ 
loch,  Mitchell,  Reagan,  Shackleford, 
Sutton,  Tom  Green,  Young,  Blanco,  Cal¬ 
lahan,  Coke,  Crosby,  Eastland,  Gaines, 
Hill,  Jones,  King,  Lubbock,  McLennan, 
Montague,  Runnels,  Somervell,  Taylor, 
Upton,  Borden,  Carza,  Cooke,  Crockett, 
Ector,  Gillespie,  Howard,  Johnson,  Kim¬ 
ble,  Lynn,  Menard,  Nolan,  San  Saba, 
Stephens,  Tarrant,  and  Val  Verde  Coun¬ 
ties,  Tex.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina 
and  Virginia;  and  points  in  Grainger, 
Jefferson,  Sevier,  Greene,  Johnson,  Sul¬ 
livan,  Washington,  Hamblen,  Knox, 


Unicoi,  Anderson,  Hancock,  Scott,  Union, 
Hawkins,  Carter,  Claiborne,  Cocke, 
Blount,  and  Campbell  Counties,  Tenn.; 

(6)  from  points  in  Brewster,  Loving, 
Ward,  Culberson,  Pecos,  Winkler,  El 
Paso,  Presidio,  Hudspeth,'  Reeves,  Jeff 
Davis,  and  Terrell  Counties,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Wilson,  Rutherford,  Davidson, 
Montgomery,  Trousdale,  Smith,  DeKalb, 
Overton,  Williamson,  Cannon,  Dickson, 
Pickett,  Sumner,  Cheatham,  Jackson, 
Putnam,  Robertson,  Clay,  Macon,  Van 
Buren,  White,  Moore,  Bradley,  Grundy, 
Sequatchie,  Marion,  Morgan,  Coffee, 
Hamilton,  Roane,  Marshall,  Rhea,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Lincoln,  Warren.  Meigs,  Bed¬ 
ford,  Fentress,  Loundon,  Polk,  Monroe, 
Bledsoe,  Franklin,  McMlnn,  Sevier, 
Washington,  Campbell,  Greene,  Knox, 
Unicoi,  Carter,  Hamblen,  Scott,  Sullivan, 
Claiborne,  Hancock,  Johnson,  Anderson, 
Cocke,  Hawkins,  Union,  Blount,  Grain¬ 
ger,  and  Jefferson  Counties,  Tenn.; 
and  points  in  Virginia,  North  Carolina, 
and  South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  % 
Evansville,  Ind.,  and  points  in  Kentucky. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E213),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
988,  Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s 
representative  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated ;  ( 1 ) 
from  points  in  Box  Elder,  Salt  Lake, 
Weber,  Cache,  Summit,  Davis,  Tooele, 
Morgan,  Utah,  Rich,  and  Wasatch  Coun¬ 
ties,  Utah,  to  points  in  Alabama  and 
Florida;  points  in  St.  Mary,  St.  Helena, 
Pointe  Coupee,  Plaquemine,  Iberville,  St. 
Tammany,  Washington,  St.  James,  Or¬ 
leans,  Iberia,  Tangipahoa,  West  Baton 
Rouge,  John  The  Baptist,  Livingston,  E. 
Feliciana,  Terrebonne,  W.  Feliciana,  St. 
Martin,  Lafourche,  E.  Baton  Rouge,  St. 
Charles,  St.  Bernard,  Ascension,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  and  Assumption  Parishes,  La.;  and 
points  in  Mississippi  and  Tennesee;  (2) 
from  points  in  Carbon,  San  Juan,  Dag¬ 
gett,  Uintah,  Duchesme,  Emery,  and 
Grand  Counties,  Utah,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama  and  Florida;  points  in  Tate,  Mon¬ 
roe,  Itawamba,  Webster,  Chickasaw, 
Prentiss,  Marshall,  Tippah,  Yalobusha, 
Choctaw,  Pontotoc,  Lowndes,  Tisho¬ 
mingo,  Alcorn,  Clay,  Panola,  Lee,  Tunila, 
Benton,  DeSoto  Oktibbeha,  Lafayette, 
Union,  and  Calhoun  Counties,  Miss.; 
Overton,  Trousdale,  Smith,  Montgomery, 
Pickett,  Sumner,  Wilson,  Putnam.  Can¬ 
non,  Macon,  Robertson,  Cheatham,  Wil¬ 
liamson,  Rutherford,  Clay  Davidson,  De¬ 
Kalb,  Dickson,  Jackson,  Morgan,  Lincoln, 
White,  Rhea,  Bradley,  Moore,  Loudon, 
Warren  Polk,  Coffee,  Monroe,  McMinn, 

Van  Buren,  Meigs,  Cumberland,  Grundy, 
Marion,  Sequatchie,  Bedford,  Fentress, 
Hamilton,  Marshall,  Roane,  Bledsoe, 
FYanklin,  Hancock,  Hawkins,  Scott, 
Cocke,  Jefferson,  Johson,  Sevier,  Grain¬ 
ger,  Washington,  Greene,  Sullivan,  An¬ 
derson,  Union,  Hamblen  Carter,  Blount, 
Unicoi,  Knox,  Claiborne,  Campbell, 
Weakley,  Houston,  Decatur,  Carroll, 
Stewart,  Maury,  Hardin,  Giles,  Lewis, 
Perry,  Henderson,  Lawrence,  Wayne, 
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Henry,  Humphreys,  Hickman,  and  Ben¬ 
ton  Counties,  Tenn.;  (3)  from  points  In 
Juab,  Sevier,  Kane,  Wayne,  Millard, 
Piute,  Garfield,  and  Sanpete  Counties, 
Utah  to  points  In  Alabama  and  Florida; 
points  In  Tippah,  Lowndes,  Panola,  Tate, 
Chickasaw,  Tishomingo,  Marshall,  Union, 
Itawamba,  Choctaw,  Lafayette,  Monroe, 
Tunila,  Alcorn,  Clay,  Lee,  Oktibbeha, 
Pontotoc,  Benton,  DeSoto,  Yalobusha, 
Webster,  Prentiss,  and  Calhoun  Coun¬ 
ties,  Miss.;  and  Trousdale,  Montgomery, 
Sumner,  Davidson,  Williamson,  Putnam, 
Macon,  DeKalb,  Wilson,  Robertson,  Can¬ 
non,  Dickson,  Overton,  Rutherford, 
Cheatham,  Jackson,  Pickett,  Smith,  Clay, 
Meigs,  Hamilton,  Sequatchie,  Marlon, 
Coffee,  Monroe,  Lincoln,  Marshall,  Rhea, 
Cumberland,  Moore  White,  Roane,  Bed¬ 
ford,  Fentress,  Morgan,  Warren,  Loudon, 
Bledsoe,  Franklin,  Polk,  Van  Buren,  Mc- 
Minn,  Bradley  Grundy,  Sevier,  Union, 
Hawkins,  Carer,  Sullivan,  Washington, 
Hancock,  Claiborne,  Unicoi,  Scott,  An¬ 
derson,  Cocke,  Hamblen,  Johnson, 
Blount,  Grainger,  Knox,  Jefferson, 
Campbell,  Greene,  Weakley,  Stewart, 
Carroll,  Henry,  Perry,  Lawrence,  Deca¬ 
tur,  Hickman,  Houston,  Lewis,  Giles, 
Humphreys,  Maury,  Hardin,  Wayne, 
Benton,  and  Henderson  Counties,  Tenn. ; 

(4)  From  points  in  Beaver,  Iron,  and 
Washington  Counties,  Utah,  to  points  In 
Chambers,  Cleburne,  Elmore,  Chilton, 
Tallapoosa,  Coosa,  Shelby,  Calhoun, 
Talladega,  Jefferson,  St.  Clair,  Blount, 
Clay,  Cullman,  Randolph,  Autauga, 
Etowah,  Cherokee,  Lee,  Bibb,  Winston, 
Lauderdale,  Fayette,  Pickens,  Walker, 
Tuscaloosa,  Lamar,  Marlon.  Franklin. 
Lawrence,  Colbert,  Morgan,  Marshall, 
Madison,  DeKalb,  Jackson,  Limestone, 
Covington,  Dale,  Barbour,  Montgomery, 
Houston,  Bullock,  Henry,  Russell,  Coffee, 
Crenshaw,  Geneva,  Macon  and  Pike 
Counties,  Ala.;  Union,  St.  Johns,  Baker, 
Duval,  Clay,  Bradford,  Flagler,  Marlon, 
Levy,  Nassau  Putnam  Alachua,  Leon. 
Taylor,  Madison.  Suwannee,  Hamilton, 
Jefferson,  Gadsden,  Columbia.  Liberty. 
Gilchrist,  Dixie,  Franklin,  Lafayette, 
Wakulla,  Volusia,  Polk,  Osceola,  Lake, 
Hillsboro,  Citrus,  Sumter,  Pasco,  Her¬ 
nando,  Seminole,  Pinellas,  Brevard,  In¬ 
dian  River,  Orange,  Martin,  Dade,  Mon¬ 
roe,  Collier,  Palm  Beach,  St.  Lucie.  Brow¬ 
ard,  Hendry,  Sarasota,  Okeechobee,  Lee, 
Manatee,  Charlotte,  Highlands,  DeSoto, 
Hardee,  and  Glades  Counties,  Fla.;  De¬ 
Soto,  Marshall,  Union,  Tishomingo, 
Tunila,  Itawamba,  Monroe,  Prentiss. 
Clay,  Alcorn,  Lafayette,  Oktibbeha.  Tate, 
Yalobusha,  Benton,  Lee,  Panola,  Tippah, 
Webster,  Calhoun,  Lowndes,  Pontotoc. 
Chickasaw,  and  Choctaw  Counties,  Miss.; 
and  DeKalb,  Pickett,  Trousdale,  David¬ 
son,  Dickson,  Montgomery,  Rutherford, 
Clay,  Jackson,  Putnam.  Sumner,  Can¬ 
non,  Overton.  Robertson,  Williamson, 
Cheatham,  Macon,  Wilson.  Smith,  White, 
Moore,  Grundy,  Marlon,  Sequatchie, 
Warren,  Coffee,  Hamilton,  Morgan,  Van 
Buren.  Monroe,  Cumberland,  Lincoln, 
Polk,  Bradley.  Meigs,  Fentress,  Loudon, 
Rhea,  Bedford,  Marshall,  Me  Minn, 
Franklin,  Roane,  Bledsoe.  Unicoi.  Wash¬ 
ington.  Greene,  Jefferson,  Grainger, 


Johnson,  Sullivan,  Claiborne.  Carter, 
Sevier,  Hamblen,  Anderson,  Union,  Knox, 
Hancock,  Blount,  Cocke,  Scott,  Hawkins, 
Campbell,  Lewis,  Maury,  Hickman.  Car- 
roll,  Weakley,  Perry,  Houston,  Decatur, 
Wayne,  Hardin,  Humphreys,  Giles,  Hen¬ 
derson,  Lawrence,  Stewart,  Henry,  and 
Benton  Counties,  Tenn.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Evansvile,  Ind.,  and  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E214),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Terry  G.  Few  ell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated; 
(1)  from  points  in  Windsor,  Bennington, 
Rutland,  and  Windham  Counties,  Vt.,  to 
points  in  Burke,  Gaston,  Mecklenburg, 
Avery,  Catawba,  Surry,  Yadkin,  Caldwell. 
Watauga,  Alexander,  Iredell,  Cleveland, 
Alleghany,  Lincoln,  Wilkes,  Ashe,  Tran¬ 
sylvania,  Polk,  Macon,  Clay,  Swain, 
Jackson,  McDowell,  Haywood,  Mitchell. 
Buncombe,  Henderson,  Yancey,  Chero¬ 
kee,  Rutherford,  Madison,  and  Graham 
Counties,  N.C.;  Fairfield.  Marlboro. 
Darlington,  Keeshaw,  Richland,  Chester¬ 
field,  Lancaster,  Sumter,  Lee,  Aiken, 
Lexington,  Calhoun,  York,  Spartanburg, 
Greenwood,  Lamens,  Union,  McCormick. 
Cherokee,  Newberry,  Chester,  Saluda, 
Edgefield,  Pickens,  Abbeville,  Anderson, 
Ocomee,  and  Greenville  Counties,  S.C.; 
and  Mingo,  Lincoln,  Wayne,  Logan,  Put¬ 
nam,  Boone,  and  Cabell  Counties, 
W.  Va.;  (2)  from  points  In  Grand  Isle, 
Lamoille,  Chittenden,  and  Franklin 
Counties,  Vt.,  to  points  In  Watauga, 
Mecklenburg,  Cleveland,  Avery,  Wilkes, 
Surry,  Yadkin,  Gaston,  Catawba,  Alex¬ 
ander,  Iredell,  Caldwell,  Cherokee.  Al¬ 
leghany,  Lincoln,  Burke,  Ashe,  McDowell, 
Henderson,  Polk,  Graham,  Macon,  Tran¬ 
sylvania,  Jackson,  Mitchell,  Swain,  Bun¬ 
combe,  Madison,  Rutherford,  Haywood, 
Yancey,  and  Clay  Counties,  N.C.;  Sum¬ 
ter,  Lancaster,  Chesterfield,  Richland, 
Fairfield,  Darlington,  Marlboro,  Kee¬ 
shaw,  Lexington,  Aiken,  Lee,  Calhoun, 
Saluda,  Union,  Greenwood,  Newberry, 
York,  McCormick,  Cherokee,  Spartan¬ 
burg,  Chester,  Lamens,  Edgefield.  Berk¬ 
eley,  Dorchester,  Beaufort,  Charleston, 
Hampton,  Jasper,  Allendale,  Orange¬ 
burg,  Bamberg.  Colleton,  Barnwell, 
Pickens,  Abbeville,  Anderson,  Greenville, 
and  Ocomee  Counties,  S.C.;  Summers, 
McDowell,  Raleigh,  Mercer,  Pocahontas, 
Monroe,  Wyoming,  Greenbrier,  Putnam, 
Lincoln,  Wayne,  Logan,  Mingo,  Boone, 
and  Cabell  Counties,  W.  Va.; 

(3)  From  points  in  Washington,  Ad¬ 
dison,  and  Orange  Counties,  Vt.,  to 
points  in  Burke,  Gaston,  Caldwell,  Ashe, 
Surry,  Iredell,  Catawba,  Watauga, 
Avery,  Cleveland,  Wilkes,  Lincoln,  Alex¬ 
ander,  Yadklng,  Mecklenburg,  Alle¬ 
ghany.  Madison,  Mitchell.  McDowell, 
Clay,  Yancey.  Rutherford.  Macon,  Tran¬ 
sylvania,  Haywood,  Polk,  Swain,  Hender¬ 
son,  Buncombe,  Graham,  Jackson,  and 


Cherokee  Counties,  N.C.;  Lancaster, 
Marlboro,  Chesterfield,  Sumter,  Lexing¬ 
ton,  Aiken,  Lee,  Darlington,  Richland, 
Fairfield,  Keeshaw,  Calhoun,  Saluda, 
Union,  Chester,  Newberry,  Greenwood, 
McCormick,  Spartanburg,  Lamens,  Edge- 
field,  York,  Cherokee,  Hampton,  Charles¬ 
ton,  Barnwell,  Jasper,  Dorchester,  Beau¬ 
fort,  Colleton,  Orangeburg,  Allendale, 
Berkeley,  Bamberg,  Ocomee,  Pickens,  Ab¬ 
beville,  Anderson,  and  Greenville  Coun¬ 
ties,  S.C.;  and  Summers,  Greenbrier, 
Raleigh.  McDowell,  Pocahontas,  Mercer, 
Monroe,  Wyoming,  Wayne,  Boone,  Logan, 
Cabell,  Mingo,  Putnam,  and  Lincoln 
Counties,  W.  Va.;  (4)  from  points  in 
Orleans,  Caledonia,  and  Essex  Counties, 
Vt.,  to  points  in  Cleveland,  Catawba, 
Yadkin,  Ashe,  Caldwell,  Mecklenburg, 
Wilkes,  Gaston,  Surry,  Watauga,  Iredell, 
Avery,  Alexander,  Lincoln,  Burke,  Alle¬ 
ghany,  Swalne.  Henderson,  Madison, 
Cherokee,  Transylvania,  Polk,  Macon, 
Rutherford,  Jackson.  McDowell,  Yancey, 
Graham.  Clay,  Haywood,  Mitchell,  and 
Buncombe  Counties,  N.C.;  Marlboro,  Lee, 
Aiken,  Richland,  Lancaster,  Calhoun, 
Sumter,  Keeshaw,  Lexington,  Fairfield, 
Darlington.  Chesterfield,  Newberry,  Mc¬ 
Cormick,  Edgefield,  Saluda,  Green¬ 
wood,  Barnwell,  Dorchester,  Orangeburg, 
Hampton,  Colleton,  Beaufort,  Allendale, 
Jasper,  Bamberg,  Ocomee,  Pickens,  Ab¬ 
beville,  Anderson,  and  Greenville  Coun¬ 
ties,  S.C.;  and  Monroe,  Greenbrier,  Sum¬ 
mers,  McDowell,  Raleigh,  Mercer,  Poca¬ 
hontas,  Wyoming.  Wayne,  Cabell,  Logan, 
Lincoln,  Mingo.  Putnam,  and  Boone 
Counties,  W.  Va.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Tennessee. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E215) ,  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  NORTH 

AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
988.  Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated; 
(1)  from  points  In  Alexandria,  Fauquier. 
King  George,  Westmoreland,  Arlington, 
Fairfax,  Orange,  Caroline,  Prince  Wil¬ 
liam,  Culpeper,  Falls  Church,  Spotsyl¬ 
vania,  Essex,  Fredericksberg,  and  Staf¬ 
ford  Counties,  Va.,  to  points  In  Arkansas; 
points  In  Calcasieu,  Cameron.  Beaure¬ 
gard,  Vermilion,  Allen,  LaFayette,  Aca¬ 
dia,  Jeff  Davis,  Claiborne,  Bossier,  De¬ 
Soto,  Webster,  Caddo,  Sabine,  Red  River, 
Bienville,  Morehouse,  Natchltoch,  Jack-  ' 
son,  Franklin.  Tensas,  Lincoln,  W.  Car- 
roll.  Richland.  Union,  Ouachita,  E.  Car- 
roll,  Winn,  Caldwell,  Madison,  Evan¬ 
geline,  Grant,  Concordia,  Vernon,  St. 
Landry,  Catahoula,  Rapids,  Avoyelles, 
and  LaSalle  Parishes,  La.;  Grenada, 
Coahoma,  Quitman,  Holmes,  Yazoo, 
Sharkey.  Montgomery,  Washington,  Sun¬ 
flower,  LeFlore,  Warren,  Carroll,  Issa¬ 
quena,  Talahatchl,  Bolivar,  Humphreys, 
Griggs,  Grand  Forks,  Nelson,  Foster. 
Traill,  Eddy,  Steele,  Pierce,  Pembina, 
Wells,  Ramsey.  Walsh.  Towner,  Cavalier, 
Oliver,  Sheridan,  Benson,  Rollette,  Bur¬ 
leigh,  Mercer,  Dunn,  Morton,  Hettinger, 
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Stark,  Bowman,  Grant,  Slope.  Billings, 
Golden  Valley,  Sioux,  Adams,  Emmons, 
McLean,  Mountrail,  McHenry,  Burke, 
Ward,  Botineau,  Renville,  Williams,  Mc¬ 
Kenzie,  and  Divide  Counties,  N.  Dak.; 
points  in  South  Dakota;  points  in  Pay¬ 
ette,  Dyer.  McNairy,  Gibson,  Obion,  Lau¬ 
derdale,  Madison,  Lake  Tipton,  Crockett, 
Haywood,  Shelby,  Chester,  Hardeman, 
Weakley,  Maury,  Benton,  Henderson, 
Giles,  Decatur,  Humphreys,  Hardin, 
Wayne,  Lawrence,  Houston,  Stewart, 
Lewis,  Hickman,  Perry,  Carroll,  and  Hen¬ 
ry  Counties,  Tenn.;  and  points  in  Texas; 

(2)  From  points  in  Clarke.  Madison, 
Warren,  Frederick,  Page,  Winchester, 
Greene,  Rappahannock,  Harrisonburg, 
Rockingham.  Loudoun,  and  Shenandoah 
Counties,  Va.,  to  points  in  Pickens, 
Franklin,  Winston,  Marion,  Colbert, 
Walker,  Lawrence,  Fayette,  Lauderdale, 
Tuscaloosa,  and  Lamar  Counties,  Ala.; 
points  in  Arkansas;  points  in  Vermilion, 
Beauregard,  Lafayette,  Acadia,  Jeff  Dav¬ 
is,  Allen,  Cameron,  Calcasieu,  Sabine, 
Caddo,  Red  River,  Bienville,  Morehouse, 
Natchitoch  Bossier,  DeSoto,  Webster, 
Claiborne,  Winn,  Richland,  Jackson,  W. 
Carroll,  Ouachita,  Franklin,  Union,  Cald¬ 
well,  Tensas,  Madison,  E.  Carroll,  Lin¬ 
coln,  St.  Landry,  Concordia,  Rapids, 
Avoyelles,  LaSalle,  Catahoula,  Grant, 
Vernon,  and  Evangeline  Parishes,  La.; 
Talahatchie,  Sharkey,  Issaquena,  Boli¬ 
var,  Warren,  Quitman,  Humphreys, 
Washington,  Carroll,  Holmes,  Yazoo, 
Montgomery,  Grenada,  Sunflower,  Le¬ 
flore,  and  Coahoma  Counties,  Miss.;  Wil¬ 
liams,  Divide,  and  McKenzie  Counties,  N. 
Dak.;  Tripp,  Mellette,  Hand,  Todd,  Ly¬ 
man,  Brule,  Sully,  Jones,  Buffalo,  Hyde, 
Stanley,  Hughes,  Ziebach,  Meade,  Custer, 
Washabaugh,  Lawrence,  Bennett,  Shan¬ 
non,  Jackson.  Butte,  Haakon,  Penning¬ 
ton,  and  Fall  River  Counties,  S.  Dak.; 
Robertson,  Sumner,  Cheatham,  DeKalb, 
Wilson,  Rutherford,  Montgomery,  David¬ 
son,  Williamson,  Putnam,  Macon,  Clay, 
Trousdale,  Pickett,  Jackson,  Cannon, 
Smith,  Overton,  Dickson,  Tipton,  Crock¬ 
ett,  Gibson,  Shelby,  Lauderdale,  Fayette. 
Obion,  Lake  Dyer,  Madison,  Haywood, 
Chester,  McNairy,  Hardeman,  Weakley, 
Lewis,  Hickman,  Decatur,  Wayne,  Law¬ 
rence,  Henry,  Benton,  Stewart,  Hum¬ 
phreys,  Henderson,  Maury,  Carroll,  Har¬ 
din,  Perry,  Houston,  and  Giles  Counties, 
Tenn.;  and  points  in  Texas;  (3)  from 
points  in  Albemarle,  Charles  City,  Flu¬ 
vanna,  James  Pity,  Mecklenburg,  Prince 
George,  Amelia,  Chesterfield,  Goochland, 
King  &  Queen,  New  Kent,  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward,  Brunswick,  Colonial  Heights,  Han¬ 
over,  King  William,  Nottoway,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Buckingham,  Cumberland,  Hen¬ 
rico,  Louisa,  Petersburg,  Waynesboro, 
Charlottesville,  Dinwiddie,  Hopewell, 
Lunenburg,  and  Powhattan  Counties, 
Va.,  to  points  in  Arkansas;  points  in  Bos¬ 
sier,  Natchitoch,  Caddo,  Claiborne,  De- 
Soto,  Sabine,  iBenville,  Red  River,  Web¬ 
ster,  E.  Carroll,  Tensas,  Franklin,  Madi¬ 
son,  Union,  Jackson,  W.  Carroll.  Lincoln, 
Ouchita,  Winn,  Morehouse,  Richland, 
and  Caldwell  Parishes,  La.;  Carroll, 
Humphreys,  Quitman,  Warren,  Coa¬ 
homa,  Issaquena,  Sharkey,  Washington, 


Grenada,  Sunflower,  Yazoo,  Holmes,  Le¬ 
flore,  Talahatchi,  Bolivar,  and  Montgom¬ 
ery  Counties,  Miss.;  points  in  North  Da¬ 
kota  and  South  Dakota;  points  in  Ben¬ 
ton,  Humphreys,  Perry,  Decatur,  Hen¬ 
derson,  Lawrence,  Stewart,  Giles,  Lewis, 
Wayne,  Hardin,  Hickman,  Maury,  Weak¬ 
ley,  Carroll,  Henry,  and  Houston  Coun¬ 
ties,  Tenn.;  and  points  in  Texas; 

(4)  From  points  in  Accomack.  Greens¬ 
ville,  Northumberland,  Portsmouth,  Suf¬ 
folk,  Chesapeake,  Hampton,  Nansemond, 
Richmond,  Virginia  Beach,  Emporia, 
Lancaster,  Newport  News,  Southampton, 
Isle  of  Wight,  Franklin,  Mathews,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Sussex,  Williamsburg,  Gloucester, 
Middlesex,  Northampton,  Surry,  and 
York  Counties,  Va.,  to  points  in  Polk, 
Lafayette,  Clark,  Sevier,  Pike,  Howard, 
Nevada,  Hempstead,  Miller,  Yell.  Scott, 
Montgomery,  Little  River,  White,  Lonoke, 
Grant,  Faulkner,  Arkansas,  Perry,  Lee, 
Conway,  Pulaski,  Jefferson,  Cleburne, 
Prairie,  Saline,  Phillips,  Monroe,  Hot 
Springs,  Garland,  Stone,  Jackson,  Cross, 
Greene,  Baxter,  Mississippi,  Izard,  Craig¬ 
head,  St.  Francis,  Independence,  Sharp, 
Clay,  Randolph,  Fulton,  Woodruff,  Poin¬ 
sett,  Lawrence,  Crittenden,  Newton, 
Johnson,  Crawford,  Benton,  Searcy, 
Marion,  Carroll,  Washington.  Madison, 
Boone,  Van  Buren,  Logan,  Sebastian, 
Pope,  and  Franklin  Counties,  Ark.; 
points  in  North  Dakota  and  South  Da¬ 
kota;  points  in  Rusk,  Rockwall,  Red 
River,  Angelina,  Grayson,  Nacogdochs, 
Cherokee,  Kaufman,  Van  Zandt,  Rains, 
San  Augustine,  Hopkins,  Freestone, 
Fannin,  Marion,  Cass,  Upshur,  Titus, 
Hunt,  Henderson,  Ellis,  Morris.  Collin, 
Smith,  Sabine,  Camp,  Anderson,  Frank¬ 
lin,  Delta,  Lamar,  Wood,  Shelby,  Bowie, 
Gregg,  Panola,  Dallas,  Harrison,  Wilson, 
Zapata,  Zavala,  Webb,  Starr,  Willacy, 
Bee,  Aransas,  Hidalgo,  Duval,  McMullen, 
San  Patricio,  Bandera,  Kaines.  Real, 
Dimmit,  Kenedy,  Refugio,  Atascosa,  Jim 
Wells,  Nueces,  Cameron,  Live  Oak, 
Uvalde,  Kleberg,  Jim  Hogg,  Goliad, 
Brooks,  Bexar,  LaSalle,  Kinney,  Frio, 
Medina.  Maverick,  Deaf  Smith,  Hale, 
Hemphill,  Moore,  Wilbarger,  Dallam, 
Potter,  Armstrong,  Donley,  Hall,  Hock¬ 
ley,  Lipscomb,  Wichita,  Cottle,  Oldham, 
Castro,  Floyd,  Hansford,  Hutchinson, 
Briscoe,  Wheeler,  Sherman,  Parmer, 
Ochiltree,  Foard,  Hardeman,  Carson, 
Bailey,  Roberts,  Collingsworth,  Cochran, 
Gray,  Hartley,  Motley,  Lamb,  Swisher, 
Randall,  Childress,  Sutton,  Tom  Green, 
Young.  Borden,  Clay,  Cooke,  Montague, 
Runnels,  Somervell,  Kimble,  Lubbock, 
Mason,  Dawson,  Hamilton,  Kent,  Ed¬ 
wards,  Haskell,  Tarrant,  Upton,  Andrews, 
Bosque,  Coke,  Coryell,  Nolan,  San  Saba, 
Stephens,  King,  Lynn,  Menard,  Crosby, 
Glasscock,  Kendall,  Eastland,  Irion, 
Taylor,  Val  Verde,  Archer,  Brown,  Cole¬ 
man,  Crane,  Palo  Pinto.  Schleicher, 
Sterling,  Knox,  McColloch,  Midland, 
Hood,  Gillespie,  Gaines,  Ector,  Dickens, 
Terry,  Wise,  Baylor,  Burnet,  Comanche, 
Mills,  Parker,  Scurry,  Stonewall,  Lam¬ 
pasas,  McLennan,  Howard,  Hill,  Fisher, 
Jones,  Johnson,  Throckmorton,  Yoakum, 
Blanco,  Callahan,  Concho,  Mitchell, 
Reagan,  Shackleford,  Kerr,  Llamo,  Mar¬ 


tin,  Denton,  Crockett,  Carza,  Erath,  Jack, 
Terrell,  Hudspeth,  Brewster,  Winkler, 
Reeves,  El  Paso,  Presidio,  Culberson. 
Pecos,  Ward,  Loving,  and  Jeff  Davis 
Counties,  Tex.; 

(5)  From  points  in  Alleghany,  Bedford, 
Buena  Vista,  Clifton  Forge,  Floyd  Hali¬ 
fax,  Lynchburg,  Patrick,  Rockbridge, 
Smyth,  Wise,  Amherst,  Bedford,  Bu¬ 
chanan,  Covington,  Franklin.  Henry, 
Martinsville,  Pittsylvania,  Roanoke,  S. 
Boston,  Wythe,  Appomattox,  Bland, 
Campbell,  Craig,  Galax,  Highland,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Pulaski,  Russell,  Staunton, 
Augusta,  Botetourt,  Carroll,  Danville, 
Giles,  Lexington,  Nelson,  Radford,  Salem, 
Tazewell,  Bath,  Bristol,  Charlotte,  Dick¬ 
enson,  Grayson,  Lee,  Norton,  Roanoke, 
Scott,  and  Washington  Counties,  Va.,  to 
points  in  Greene,  Baxter,  Sharp,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Izard,  Cross,  Clay,  St.  Francis, 
Poinsett,  Crittenden,  Woodruff,  Ran¬ 
dolph,  Lawrence,  Stone,  Independence, 
Jackson,  Craighead,  Fulton,  Crawford, 
Boone,  Benton,  Carroll,  Marion,  Johnson, 
Washington,  Searcy,  Franklin,  Van 
Buren,  Pope,  Madison,  Sebastian,  New¬ 
ton,  and  Logan  Counties,  Ark.;  points  in 
North  Dakota  and  South  Dakota:  points 
in  Bee,  Atascosa,  Aransas,  Refugio, 
Maverick,  Kenedy,  Jim  Hogg,  Duval, 
Brooks,  Wilson,  Real,  McMullen,  Kaines, 
Hidalgo,  Bexar,  Zavala,  Webb,  Starr, 
Live  Oak,  Kleberg,  Jim  Wells,  Goliad, 
Zapata,  Williacy,  Nueces,  LaSalle,  Frio 
Kinney,  Dimmit,  Bandera,  Uvalde,  San 
Patricio,  Medina,  Cameron,  Hartley, 
Hall,  Lamb,  Deaf,  Smith,  Cochran,  Arm¬ 
strong,  Wheeler,  Randall,  Oldham,  Mot¬ 
ley,  Lipscomb,  Dallam,  Childress,  Wil¬ 
barger,  Ochiltree,  Hutchinson,  Harde¬ 
man,  Gray,  Floyd,  Castro,  Briscoe, 
Wichita,  Sherman,  Hockley,  Hansford, 
Hale,  Cottle,  Bailey,  Potter,  Hemphill, 
Moore,  Foard,  Donley,  Collingsworth, 
Carson,  Swisher,  Roberts,  Permer,  Sut¬ 
ton,  Tom  Green,  Young,  Borden,  Clay, 
Cooker,  Stonewall,  Martin,  Dawson, 
Knox,  Tarrant,  Upton,  Andrews,  Bosque, 
Coke,  Coryell,  Mills,  Denton,  Crosby, 
Crockett,  Taylor,  Val  Verde,  Archer, 
Brown,  Coleman,  Crane,  Midland,  Mc¬ 
Lennan,  Lubbock,  Schervell,  Terry,  Wise. 
Baylor,  Burnet,  Comanche,  Stephens, 
Menard,  McCulloch,  Lampasas,  King, 
Throckmorton,  Yoakum,  Blanco,  Calla¬ 
han,  Concho,  Sterling,  Mason,  Lynn, 
Llamo,  Shackleford,  Kimble,  Jones,  How¬ 
ard,  Reagan,  Palo,  Pinto,  Fisher,  Ector, 
Kerr,  oJhnson,  San  Saba,  Haskell,  Carza, 
Erath,  Eastland,  Kent,  Jack,  Runnels, 
Hamilton,  Gillespie,  Montague,  Dickens, 
Scurry,  Irion,  Hood,  Glasscock,  Gaines, 
Mitchell,  Kendall,  Schleicher,  Hill, 
Parker,  Nolan,  Edwards,  Hudspeth,  Cul¬ 
berson.  Brewster,  Winkler,  Reeves.  Lov¬ 
ing,  Jeff  Davis,  Ward,  Presidio,  Terrell, 
Ela  Paso,  and  Pecos  Counties,  Tex.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Evansville,  Ind.,  and  points 
in  Kentucky. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E216),  filed 
May  16, 1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMER¬ 
ICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
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above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  comon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated: 
(1)  from  points  in  Mason,  Clallam,  San 
Juan,  Grays  Harbor,  Jefferson,  and  Kit¬ 
sap  Counties,  Wash.,  to  points  in  Oua¬ 
chita,  Lincoln,  Bradley,  Dallas,  Colum¬ 
bia,  Ashley,  Desha,  Cleveland,  Faulkner, 
Drew,  Chicot,  Union,  Calhoun,  Prairie, 
Pulaski,  Monroe,  Cleburne,  Saline,  Phil¬ 
lips,  Grant,  Arkansas,  Lonoke,  Perry, 
Garland,  Hot  Springs,  Lee,  Jefferson, 
White,  Conway,  Independence,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Stone,  Craighead,  Izard,  Poinsett, 
Woodruff,  Clay,  Jackson,  Randolph, 
Cross,  Baxter,  Fulton,  St.  Francis,  Crit¬ 
tenden,  Lawrence,  Sharp,  and  Greene 
Counties,  Ark.;  Plaquemine,  St.  James, 
Pointe  Coupee,  John  The  Baptist,  St. 
Charles,  St.  Martin,  St.  Helena,  St.  Mary, 
St.  Bernard,  St.  Tammany,  Tangipahoa, 
Orleans,  Iberia,  Terrebonne,  Livingston, 
E.  Feliciana,  Washington,  Jefferson,  E. 
Baton  Rouge,  W.  Baton  Rouge,  La¬ 
fourche,  Assumption,  W.  Feliciana,  Iber¬ 
ville,  Ascensian,  Tensas,  Quachita,  Cald¬ 
well,  Winn,  Morehouse,  Lincoln,  W.  Car- 
roll,  Madison,  Jackson,  Union,  Franklin, 
Richland,  E.  Carroll,  Vernon,  Evangeline, 
St.  Landry,  Concordia,  Rapids,  Cata¬ 
houla,  LaSalle,  Avoyelles,  and  Grant 
Parishes,  La.;  (2)  from  points  in  Clark, 
Pierce,  Cowlitz,  Skamania,  Klickitat, 
Thurston,  Lewis,  Wakiakum,  Pacific,  and 
Yakima  Counties,  Wash.,  to  points  Perry, 
Prairie,  Conway,  Jefferson,  White,  Phil¬ 
lips,  Cleburne,  Hot  Springs,  Monroe, 
Grant,  Arkansas,  Saline,  Garland,  Lon¬ 
oke,  Pulaski,  Faulkner,  Lee,  Lawrence, 
Sharp,  Independence,  Baxter,  Mississippi, 
Stone,  Cross,  Fulton,  Poinsett,  Woodruff, 
Crittenden,  Greene,  Randolph,  Jackson, 
Craighead,  St.  Francis,  Izard,  and  Clay 
Counties,  Ark.;  and  St.  Charles,  St.  Mar¬ 
tin,  Terrebonne,  Orleans,  Lafourche,  St. 
Helena,  St.  Mary,  Washington,  Jefferson, 
Iberville,  St.  James,  St.  Bernard,  W. 
Baton  Rouge,  E.  Feliciana,  Iberia,  John 
The  Baptist,  St.  Tammany,  W.  Feliciana, 
Ascension,  E.  Baton  Rouge,  Pointe 
Coupee,  Tangipahoa,  Plaquemine,  Liv¬ 
ingston,  and  Assumption  Assumption, 
La.; 

(3)  From  points  in  Chelan,  Kittitas, 
Douglas,  Skagit,  Grant,  Snohomish,  Is¬ 
land,  Whatcom,  and  King  Counties, 
Wash.,  to  points  in  Union,  Calhoun, 
Columbia,  Lincoln,  Bradley,  Cleveland, 
Ouachita,  Drew,  Desha,  Ashley,  Chicot, 
Dallas,  Perry,  Lonoke,  Faulkner,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Monroe,  Prairie,  Conway,  Hot 
Springs,  Saline,  White,  Cleburne,  Pulaski, 
Grant,  Arkansas,  Phillips,  Garland,  Lee, 
Jackson,  Sharp,  Independence,  Baxter, 
Lawrence,  St.  Francis,  Fulton,  Craighead, 
Mississippi,  Randolph,  Cross  Clay,  Wood¬ 
ruff,  Stone,  Crittenden,  Poinsett,  Izard, 
and  Greene  Counties,  Ark.;  St.  Charles, 
St.  Mary,  W.  Baton  Rouge,  Orleans,  Liv¬ 
ingston,  St.  Helena,  St.  Tammany,  W. 
Felicinana,  E.  Felicinana,  Lafourche,  St. 
James,  Tangipahoa,  St.  Bernard,  E. 
Baton  Rouge,  Jefferson,  John  The  Bap¬ 
tist,  Terrebonne,  Pointe  Coupee,  Assump¬ 
tion,  Iberville,  St.  Martin,  Washington, 
Plaquemine,  Ascension,  Iberia,  W.  Car¬ 


roll,  Madison,  Jackson,  Winn,  Lincoln, 
Franklin,  Union,  Caldwell,  E.  Carroll, 
Tensas,  Richland,  Morehouse,  Ouachita, 
Grant,  Vernon,  Evangeline,  St.  Landry, 
Concordia,  Rapids,  Catahoula,  LaSalle, 
and  Avoyelles  Parishes,  La.;  (4)  from 
points  in  Spokane,  Ferry,  Stevens,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Okanogan,  and  Pend  Oreille  Coun¬ 
ties,  Wash.,  to  points  in  Drew,  Lincoln, 
Chicot,  Desha,  Columbia,  Cleveland, 
Dallas,  Ashley,  Ouachita,  Bradley,  Union, 
Calhoun,  Saline,  Lee,  Prairie,  Arkansas, 
Perry,  Jefferson,  Conway,  Cleburne, 
White,  Phillips,  Faulkner,  Monroe,  Hot 
Springs,  Garland,  Lonoke,  Pulaski, 
Grant,  Stone,  Independence,  Jackson, 
Cross,  Sharp,  Randolph,  Izard,  Baxter, 
St.  Francis,  Lawrence,  Craighead,  Clay, 
Poinsett,  Woodruff,  Greene,  Mississippi, 
Fulton,  and  Crittenden  Counties,  Ark.; 
and  St.  Charles,  St.  Mary,  W.  Baton 
Rouge,  Jefferson,  Iberia,  St.  Helena,  St. 
Tammany,  Plaquemine,  Lafourche,  E. 
Feliciana,  St.  James,  Tangipahoa,  W. 
Feliciana,  Livingston,  E.  Baton  Rouge, 
John  The  Baptist,  Terrebonne,  Pointe 
Coupee,  Orleans,  Assumption,  St.  Martin, 
Washington,  St.  Bernard,  Iberville,  As¬ 
cension,  Tensas,  Ouachita,  Franklin, 
Winn,  Morehouse,  Jackson,  Union,  Madi¬ 
son,  Lincoln,  W.  Carroll,  Caldwell,  Rich¬ 
land,  E.  Carroll,  Vernon,  Catahoula, 
Rapids,  Concordia,  St.  Landry,  Evan¬ 
geline,  LaSalle,  Grant,  and  Avoyelles 
Parishes,  La.;  and  (5)  from  points  in 
Adams,  Garfield,  Asotim,  Walla  Walla, 
Benton,  Whitman,  Columbia,  and  Frank¬ 
lin  Counties,  Wash.,  to  points  in  St. 
Francis,  Poinsett,  Greene,  Clay,  Wood¬ 
ruff,  Lawrence,  Crittenden,  Craighead, 
Mississippi,  Izard,  Fulton,  Cross,  Stone, 
Randolph,  Independence,  Sharp,  Jack- 
son,  and  Baxter  Counties,  Ark.;  and  St. 
Charles,  St.  Mary,  W.  Baton  Rouge, 
Pointe  Coupee,  Lafourche,  St.  Helena, 
St.  Tammany,  W.  Feliciana,  St.  Bernard, 
Ascension,  St.  James,  Tangipahoa,  Liv¬ 
ingston,  E.  Feliciana,  Assumption,  John 
The  Baptist,  Terrebonne,  Orleans,  Iberia, 
E.  Baton  Rouge,  St.  Martin,  Washington, 
Plaquemine,  Jefferson,  and  Iberville, 
Parishes,  La.  The  purpose  of  the  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Evans¬ 
ville,  Ind.,  and  points  in  Kentucky. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  E217),  filed 
May  16, 1974.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMER¬ 
ICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988, 
Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  46601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Terry  G.  Fewell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
household  kitchen  appliances,  crated; 
(1)  from  points  in  Goshen,  Laramie, 
Albany,  Niobrara,  Carbon,  Platte,  and 
Converse  Counties,  Wyo.,  to  points  in 
Itawamba,  Tishamingo,  Panola,  Tippah, 
Chickasaw,  Lafayette,  Tunila,  Pontotoc, 
Webster,  Calhoun,  Lee,  Monroe,  Yalo¬ 
busha,  DeSoto,  Benton,  Iowndes,  Oktib¬ 
beha,  Prentiss,  Clay,  Alcorn,  Marshall, 
Union,  Tate,  Choctaw,  Lamar,  Wayne, 
Jackson,  Jones,  Greene,  Harrison,  Pearl 
River,  George,  Hancock,  Perry,  Forest, 
Stone,  and  Covington  Counties,  Miss.; 
Williamson,  Robertson,  Macon,  Cannon, 


Wilson,  Pickett,  Overton,  Jackson,  Trous¬ 
dale,  Rutherford,  Davidson,  Dickson, 
Montgomery,  Smith,  Clay,  DeKalb,  Put¬ 
nam,  Sumner,  Cheatham,  Grundy,  Polk, 
Van  Buren,  Marion,  Bledsoe,  Hamilton, 
Lincoln,  Warren,  McMinn,  Bedford, 
Monroe,  Rhea,  Marshall,  Loudon,  Frank¬ 
lin,  Moore,  Roane,  White,  Coffee,  Fen¬ 
tress,  Morgan,  Sequatchie,  Meigs,  Brad¬ 
ley,  Cumberland,  Hancock,  Union,  John¬ 
son,  Unicoi,  Blount,  Hawkins,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Jefferson,  Anderson,  Knox,  Hamblen, 
Scott,  Grainger,  Sevier,  Carter,  Cocke, 
Sullivan,  Greene,  Campbell,  Claiborne, 
Weakley,  Wayne,  Hardin,  Henderson, 
Hickman,  Houston,  Giles,  Benton, 
Maury,  Humphreys,  Decatur,  Perry, 
Lawrence,  Carroll,  Stewart,  Lewis,  and 
Henry  Counties,  Tenn.;  (2)  from  points 
in  Park,  Teton,  and  Yellowstone  National 
Park  Counties,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  St. 
Charles,  St.  Mary,  W.  Baton  Rouge,  Iber¬ 
ville,  Livingston,  St.  Helena,  St.  Tam¬ 
many,  W.  Feliciana,  Pointe  Coupee,  La¬ 
fourche,  St.  James,  Tangipahoa,  E.  Feli¬ 
ciana,  Jefferson,  E.  Baton  Rouge,  John 
The  Baptist,  Terrebonne,  St.  Bernard, 
Plaquemine,  Assumption,  St.  Martin, 
Washington,  Iberia,  Orleans,  and  Ascen¬ 
sion  Parishes,  La.;  and  points  in  Missis¬ 
sippi  and  Tennessee. 

(3)  From  points  in  Fremont,  Hot 
Spring,  and  Natrona  Counties,  Wyo.,  to 
points  in  Sharkey,  Sunflower,  Talahat- 
chi,  Coahoma,  Warren,  Grenada,  Leflore, 
Washington,  Holmes,  Montgomery, 
Yazoo,  Humphreys,  Carroll,  Quitman,  Is¬ 
saquena,  Bolivar,  Ittawamba,  Tippah, 
Clay,  DeSoto,  Tunila,  Lafayette,  Mar¬ 
shall,  Monroe,  Pontotoc,  Benton,  Lee, 
Chickasaw,  Webster,  Union,  Alcorn, 
Lowndes,  Yalobusha,  Okitbbeha,  Pren¬ 
tiss,  Calhoun,  Tishomingo,  Choctaw, 
Panola,  Tate,  Copiah,  Hinds,  Jasper, 
Winston,  Smith,  Kemper,  Newton,  Clair- 
borne,  Lauderdale,  Noxubee,  Attala, 
Leake,  Rankin,  Clarke,  Madison,  Scott, 
Neshoba,  Simpson,  Pearl  River,  Harri¬ 
son,  Forrest,  Lamar,  Hancock,  Coving¬ 
ton,  Jones,  Perry,  George,  Wayne,  Stone, 
Jackson,  and  Greene  Counties,  Miss.; 
and  points  in  Tennessee;  (4)  from  points 
in  Big  Horn,  Washakie,  Campbell,  Wes¬ 
ton,  Crook,  Johnson,  and  Sheridan  Coun¬ 
ties,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  St.  Charles,  Pointe 
Coupee,  Tangiapahoa,  Livingston,  Iber¬ 
ville,  St.  Helena,  St.  Martin,  Terrebonne, 
W.  Feliciana,  E.  Baton  Rouge,  St.  James, 
Plaquemine,  Orleans,  Lafourche,  E.  Felic¬ 
iana,  St.  Bernard,  St.  Mary,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Ascension,  Jefferson,  John  The  Bap¬ 
tist,  St.  Tammany,  W.  Baton  Rouge, 
Iberia,  and  Assumption  Parishes,  La.; 
points  in  Mississippi  and  Tennessee;  and 
(5)  from  points  in  Uinta,  Lincoln,  Sub¬ 
lette,  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyo.,  to 
points  in  Sharkey,  Humphreys,  Sun¬ 
flower,  Bolivar,  Warren,  Yazoo,  Leflore, 
Washington,  Issaquena,  Carroll,  Holmes, 
Talahatchi,  Coahoma,  Quitman,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Grenada,  Tunila,  Webster, 
Choctaw,  Oktibbeha,  Alcorn,  Union,  De¬ 
Soto,  Tippah,  Monroe,  Benton,  Lee,  Yalo¬ 
busha,  Panola,  Tate,  Calhoun,  Lafayette, 
Clay,  Pontotoc,  Marshall,  Chickasaw, 
Itawamba,  Tishomingo,  Prentiss,  Lown- 
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des.  Hinds,  Madison,  Scott,  Copiah,  Jas¬ 
per,  Neshoba,  Simpson,  Attala,  Kemper, 
Newton,  Smith,  Clairbome,  Lauderdale, 
Noxubee.  Winston,  Leake,  Clarke, 
Rankin,  Perry,  Lamar,  Covington,  Han¬ 
cock,  Harrison,  Forrest,  Jackson,  Wayne, 
George,  Stone,  Pearl  River,  Jones,  and 
Greene  Counties,  Miss.;  and  points  in 
Tennessee.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Evansville, 
Ind.,  and  points  in  Kentucky. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  Elll),  filed 
December  15,  1975.  Applicant:  MC¬ 
KENZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1200,  Tallahassee.  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Nitrogen  fertilizer  solutions  and 
anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Georgia  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia - 
Alabama  State  line  at  Columbus,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  80  to  Macon, 
Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  49  to 
Milledgeville,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  22  to  Sparta,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  16  to  Warrenton,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  278  to  Au¬ 
gusta,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  25 
to  the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line, 
to  points  in  Mississippi  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Natchez,  Miss.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  84  to  Collins,  Miss., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  49  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  98,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  98  to  the  Mississippi- Alabama  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Pace,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E112),  filed 
December  15,  1975.  Applicant:  MC¬ 
KENZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1200,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Molten  sulphur,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Georgia  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
Alabama  State  line  at  Columbus,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  80  to  Macon, 
Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  49  to 
Milledgeville,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  22  to  Sparta,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  16  to  Warrenton,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  278  to  Au¬ 
gusta,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  25 
to  the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line, 
to  points  in  Mississippi  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Natchez,  Miss.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  84  to  Collins,  Miss., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  49  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  98,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  98  to  the  Mississippi-Alabama  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Santa  Rosa 
or  Escambia  Counties,  Fla. 

No.  MC  11252C  (Sub-No.  E113) ,  filed 
December  15,  1975.  Applicant:  MC¬ 
KENZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1200,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Aqueous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Georgia  to  Mo¬ 
bile,  Ala.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pace  Junction, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E114),  filed 
December  15,  1975.  Applicant:  MCKEN¬ 
ZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative  :  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vegetable  oil  obtained  by  chemical 
means  (except  tall  oil  and  naval  stores) 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Georgia-Alabama  State  line  at 
Columbus,  Ga.,  thence  over  UJS.  High¬ 
way  80  to  Macon,  Ga.,  thence  over  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  49  to  Milledgeville,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  22  to 
Sparta,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  High¬ 
way  16  to  Warrenton,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  278  to  Augusta,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  25  to  the  Geor¬ 
gia-South  Carolina  State  line,  to  points 
in  Mississippi  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Natchez,  Miss.,  thence  over 
US.  Highway  84  to  Collins,  Miss.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  49  to  junction  UJS. 
Highway  98,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
93  to  the  Mississippi-Alabama  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Pensacola,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E115),  filed 
December  15,  1975.  Applicant:  MCKEN¬ 
ZIE  TANK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vegetable  oil  obtained  by  chemical 
means  (except  tall  oil  and  naval  stores) , 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Georgia  to  points  in  Louisiana  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas- 
Louisiana  State  line  near  Many,  La., 
thence  over  Louisiana  Highway  6  to 
Natchitoches,  La.,  thence  over  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  1  to  New  Roads,  La.,  thence 
over  Louisana  Highway  10  to  the  Louisi- 
ana-Mississippi  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Pensacola,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E116),  filed 
December  15,  1975.  Applicant:  MCKEN¬ 
ZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Nitrogen  fertilizer  solutions  and  an¬ 
hydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  points  in  Georgia  to  points  in 
Louisiana  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Texas -Louisiana  State 
line  near  Many,  La.,  thence  over  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  6  to  Natchitoches,  La., 
thence  over  Louisiana  Highway  1  to  New 
Roads,  La.,  thence  over  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  10  to  the  Louisiana-Mississippi  State 


line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Pace,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E117),  filed 
December  15,  1975.  Applicant:  McKEN- 
ZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Molten  sulphur,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Georgia  to  points 
in  Louisiana  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Texas-Louisiana 
State  line  near  Many,  La.,  thence 
over  Louisiana  Highway  6  to  Natchi¬ 
toches,  La.,  thence  over  Louisiana 
Highway  1  to  New  Roads,  La.,  thence  over 
Louisiana  Highway  10  to  the  Louisiana- 
Mississippi  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Santa  Rosa  or  Escambia  Coun¬ 
ties,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E118),  filed 
December  15,  1975.  Applicant:  McKEN- 
ZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative  :  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Rosin  solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Georgia  on,  south,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  South 
Carolina -Georgia  State  line  near  Savan¬ 
nah,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  17  to 
Savannah,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
80  to  Blitchton,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  280  to  McRae,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  23  to  the  Georgia-Florida 
State  line,  to  points  in  Arkansas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Appling  County,  Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
December  15,  1975.  Applicant:  McKEN- 
ZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Molten  sulphur,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Georgia  to  LeMoyne,  Ala. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Santa  Rosa 
County,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E120),  filed 
December  15,  1975.  Applicant:  McKEN- 
ZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Methanol,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-Florida  State 
line,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  97  to 
Camilla,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  High¬ 
way  37  to  Newton,  Ga.,  thence  over  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  91  to  Albany,  Ga.,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  257  to  Cordele, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  280  to 
Blitchton,  Ga.,  thence  over  UJS.  High¬ 
way  80  to  Savannah,  Ga.,  thence  over 
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U.S.  Highway  17  to  the  Georgia-South 
Carolina  State  line,  to  points  in  Arkansas 
on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma  State  line 
near  Siloa  Springs,  Ark.,  thence  over  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  59  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  16,  thence  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  16  to  Falls ville,  Ark.,  thence  over 
Arkansas  Highway  21  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  64,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
.  64  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  40 
near  Lamar,  Ark.,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  65  to  the  Arkansas- 
Louisiana  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Santa  Rosa  County,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E121),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  McKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (ex¬ 
cept  aluminum  sulphate,  vegetable  oil, 
and  naval  stores),  from  points  in  Geor¬ 
gia  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Georgia -Florida  State  line,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  97  to  Bainbridge, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  84  to 
Thomasville,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  319  to  Philipsburg,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  82  to  Waycross,  Ga.,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  38  to  Blackshear, 
Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  1212 
to  Reidsvile,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  280  to  Blitchton,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  Savannah,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  17  to  the  Geor¬ 
gia-South  Carolina  State  line,  to  points 
in  Arkansas  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Arkansas -Louisiana  State 
line,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  167  to  El 
Dorado,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas 
Highway  7  to  Camden,  Ark.,  thence  over 
Arkansas  Highway  24  to  Prescott  Ark., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  67  to  Malvern, 
Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  270  to 
Hot  Springs  National  Park,  Ark.,  thence 
over  Arkansas  Highway  7  to  Ola,  Ark., 
thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  10  to 
Booneville,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas 
Highway  23  to  Brashears,  Ark.,  thence 
over  Arkansas  Highway  15  to  Fayette¬ 
ville,  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  71 
to  the  Arkansas-Missouri  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Port  St.  Joe,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E122),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  McKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Nitrogen 
fertilizer  solutions  and  anhydrous  am¬ 
monia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Georgia  on,  east,  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- Alabama 
State  line  and  thence  over  Georgia  High¬ 
way  62  to  Albany,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  junction  Georgia.  High¬ 
way  257,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway 


257  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  280  ap¬ 
proximately  2  miles  west  of  Cordele,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  280  to  Lyons, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
Swainsboro,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80  to  Statesboro,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  24  to  Newington,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  21  to 
Springfield,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  119,  to  the  Georgia-South 
Carolina  State  line,  to  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Arkansas-Mississippi  State 
line,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  82  to  Lake 
Village,  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  270  to  Sheridan,  Ark.,  thence 
over  Arkansas  Highway  35  to  Benton, 
Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  5 
to  Crows,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas 
Highway  9  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40  near  Morrilton,  Ark.,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  40  to  junction  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  23  near  Ozark,  Ark., 
thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  23  to  St. 
Paul,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  16  to  Fayetteville,  Ark.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  the  Arkansas-Mis¬ 
souri  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pace,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E123),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  3202 .Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same  as 
above> .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
plastic  synthetics,  liquid  ester  gum,  and 
rosin  oil  (not  including  natural  rosin)  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Georgia  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Georgia-Florida  State  line,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  319  to  Bartow,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  221  to  the 
Georgia -South  Carolina  State  line,  to 
points  in  Mississippi  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  84.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Valdosta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E124),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vegetable 
oil  obtained  by  chemical  means  (except 
tall  oil  and  naval  stores) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Georgia  on,  east, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia -Alabama  State  line,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  62  to  Albany,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  82  to  junction 
Georgia  Highway  257,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  257  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  280  approximately  2  miles  west 
of  Cordele,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
280  to  Lyons,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1  to  Swainsboro,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  Statesboro,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  24  to 
Newington,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  21  to  Springfield,  Ga.,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  119  to  the 


Georgia -South  Carolina  State  line,  to 
points  in  Arkansas  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mississippi  - 
Arkansas  State  line,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  Lake  Village,  Ark.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  65  to  Pine  Bluff,  Ark., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  270  to  Sheri¬ 
dan,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas  Highway 
35  to  Benton,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas 
Highway  5  to  Crows,  Ark.,  thence  over 
Arkansas  Highway  9  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  near  Morrilton,  Ark., 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
junction  Arkansas  Highway  23  near 
Ozark,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  23  to  St.  Paul,  Ark.,  thence  over  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  16  to  Fayetteville,  Ark., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  62  to  the  Ar¬ 
kansas-Missouri  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Pensacola,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E125),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tallahas¬ 
see,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vegetable 
oil  obtained  by  chemical  means,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Georgia 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  319  to  Bartow,  Ga.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  221  to  the  Georgia- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  to  points  in 
Mississippi  on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  84.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Lown¬ 
des  County,  Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E126),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vegetable 
oil  obtained  by  chemical  means  (except 
tall  oil  and  naval  stores) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Georgia  to  points 
in  Alabama  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Mississippi-Alabama 
State  line  near  Tanner  Williams,  Ala., 
thence  over  Alabama  Highway  56  to  Mo¬ 
bile,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  10  near 
Spanish  Fort,  Ala.,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  to  the  Alabama-Flor- 
ida  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pensacola, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E127),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles 
(except  aluminum  sulphate,  vegetable 
oil,  and  naval  stores),  from  points  in 
Georgia  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Georgia-Florida  State  line,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  31  to  Valdosta, 
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Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  84  to  Way- 
cross,  Ga„  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line,  to 
points  in  Alabama  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Mississippi-Alabama 
State  line  near  Tanner  Williams,  Ala., 
thence  over  Alabama  Highway  56  to  Mo¬ 
bile,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  10  near 
Spanish  Fort,  Ala.,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  to  the  Alabama -Florida 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Port  St.  Joe, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E128),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  McKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ni¬ 
trogen  fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Georgia  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia -Florida  State  line,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  91  to  Albany,  Ga„ 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  257  to 
Cordele,  Ga„  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  Perry,  Ga„  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  11  to  Macon,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  129  to  Gray,  Ga.,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  22  to  Sparta,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  16  to  War- 
renton,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
278  to  Harlem,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  221  to  the  Georgia-South  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line,  to  points  in  Alabama  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Mississippi-Alabama  State  line  near 
Tanner  Williams,  Ala.,  thence  over  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  56  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  near  Spanish  Fort, 
Ala.,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  10 
to  the  Alabama -Florida  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Decatur  County,  Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E129),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  McKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicles, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  rosin  soap  (except  natural  rosin), 
rosin  and  toluene  mixture,  and  rosin  and 
benzine  mixtures,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  points  in  Georgia  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
Florida  State  line,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  97  to  Bainbridge,  Ga.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  84  to  Thomasville, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  319  to 
Tifton,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  High¬ 
way  35  to  Ocilla,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  129  to  Fitzgerald,  Ga.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  319  to  McRae.  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  280  to  Vidalia, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
Wrens,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
221  to  the  Georgia -South  Carolina  State 
line,  to  points  in  Louisiana  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Louisiana- 
Texas  State  line,  thence  over  Louisiana 
Highway  6  to  Natchitoches,  La.,  thence 


over  Louisiana  Highway  1  to  New  Roads, 
La.,  thence  over  Louisiana  Highway  10 
to  the  Louisiana-Mississippi  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Panama  City,  Florida. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E131),' filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles  (except  aluminum  sulphate,  vege¬ 
table  oil,  and  naval  stores),  from  points 
in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Georgia-Florida  State  line, 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  97  to  Bain¬ 
bridge,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  84 
to  Thomasville,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  319  to  Tifton,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  35  to  Ocilla,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  129  to  Fitz¬ 
gerald,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
319  to  McRae,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  280  to  Vidalia,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  Wrens,  Ga.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  221  to  the  Georgia- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  to  points  in 
Louisiana  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Louisiana-Texas  State  line, 
thence  over  Louisinana  Highway  6  to 
Natchitoches,  La.,  thence  over  Louisiana 
Highway  1  to  New  Roads,  La.,  thence 
over  Louisiana  Highway  10  to  the  Lou¬ 
isiana-Mississippi  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Port  St.  Joe,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E132),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  rosin  soap  (except  natural  rosin), 
rosin  and  toluene  mixture,  and  rosin  and 
benzine  mixtures,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  Georgia  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
Florida  State  line,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  97  to  Bainbridge,  Ga.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  84  to  Thomasville, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  319  to 
Philipsburg,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82  to  Way  cross,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  38  to  Blackshear,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  121  to 
Reidsville,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  280  to  Blitchton,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  Savannah,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  17  to  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line,  to 
points  in  Arkansas  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Arkansas -Louisiana 
State  line,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  167 
to  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  thence  oyer  Arkansas 
Highway  7  to  Camden,  Ark.,  thence  over 
Arkansas  Highway  24  to  Prescott,  Ark., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  67  to  Malvern, 
Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  270  to 
Hot  Springs  National  Park,  Ark.,  thence 
over  Arkansas  Highway  7  to  Ola,  Ark., 
thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  10  to 
Booneville,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas 


Highway  23  to  Brashears,  Ark.,  thence 
over  Arkansas  Highway  16  to  Fayette¬ 
ville,  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  71 
to  the  Arkansas-Missouri  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Panama  Citv.  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E133),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same  - 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
(1)  from  points  in  Georgia  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia-Flor¬ 
ida  State  line,  thence  over  Georgia  High¬ 
way  97  to  Camilla,  Ga.,  thence  over  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  37  to  Newton,  Ga.,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  91  to  Albany,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  257  to  Cor¬ 
dele,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway 
90  to  Fitzgerald.  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  129  to  Ocilla,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  32  to  Anguilla,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  99  to 
Broadfield,  Ga.,  thence  over  UJ5.  High¬ 
way  17  to  Brunswick,  Ga.,  thence  over 
toll  road  to  St.  Simons  Island,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Missouri  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  65,  and  (2)  from  Savannah,  Ga., 
to  Kansas  City,  Mo.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Escambia  or  Santa  Rosa  Coun¬ 
ties,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E134),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  McKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  An¬ 
hydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  Georgia  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
Florida  State  line,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  91  to  Albany,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  257  to  Cordele,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Perry, 
Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  11  to 
Macon,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
129  to  Gray,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  22  to  Sparta,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  16  to  Warrenton,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  278  to  Harlem, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  221  to  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line,  to 
points  in  Alabama  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Mississippi-Alabama 
State  line  near  Tanner  Williams,  Ala., 
thence  over  Alabama  Highway  56  to  Mo¬ 
bile,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  10  near 
Spanish  Fort,  Ala.,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  the  Alabama-Florida 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  De¬ 
catur  County,  Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E135),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applioant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
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as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Veg¬ 
etable  Oil  obtained  by  chemical  means 
(except  tall  oil  and  naval  stores),  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  points 
in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Georgia-Florida  State  line, 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  97  to 
Camilla,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  High¬ 
way  37  to  Newton,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  91  to  Albany,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  257  to  Cor- 
dele,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway 

90  to  Fitzgerald,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  129  to  Ocilla,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  32  to  Anguilla,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  99  to 
Broadfield,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  17  to  Brunswick,  Ga.,  thence  over 
toll  road  to  St.  Simons  Island,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Missouri  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  65,  and  (2)  from  Savannah, 
Ga.,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Pensacola,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E136),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carreir,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  An¬ 
hydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Savannah,  Ga.,  and  points  in 
Georgia  within  30  miles  thereof,  to  points 
in  Alabama.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Columbus, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E137),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Georgia  to  Bay  Minette, 
Ala.  1716  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Pensacola,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E138),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  McKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Veg¬ 
etable  oil,  obtained  by  chemical  means. 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Georgia-Florida  State  line,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  97  to  Camilla,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  37  to  New¬ 
ton,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway 

91  to  Albany,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  257  to  Cordele,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  75  to  the  Georgia- 
Florida  State  line,  to  points  in  Kentucky. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Colquitt  County, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E139),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  McKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 


lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  :  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liq¬ 
uid  plastic  synthetics,  liquid  ester  gum 
and  rosin  oil  (not  Including  natural  ros¬ 
in),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-Florida  State 
line,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  97  to 
Vada,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway 
262  to  Pelham,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  3  to  Meigs,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  111  to  Moultrie,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  319  to  Tifton, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  82  to 
Waycross,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
84  to  Brunswick,  Ga.,  thence  over  toll 
road  to  St.  Simons  Island,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  Indiana;  and  (2)  from  Savannah,  Ga.. 
to  points  in  Indiana  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Indlana-Kentucky  State  line, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Evans¬ 
ville,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana  Highway 
57  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  231  to  Spencer,  Ind., 
thence  over  Indiana  Highway  46  to 
Bloomington,  Ind.,  thence  over  Indiana 
Highway  37  to  Marion,  Ind.,  thence  over 
Indiana  Highway  15  to  the  Indiana- 
Mlchigan  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Val¬ 
dosta.  Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E140),  filed 
January  2,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquefied  petroleum- gas,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Georgia  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
Florida  State  line,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  97  to  Camilla,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  37  to  Newton,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  257  to  Cor¬ 
dele,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  41 
to  Macon,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
129  to  Gray,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  22  to  Sparta,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  16  to  Warrenton,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  278  to  Harlem, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  221  to  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line,  to 
points  in  Alabama  on,  south  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama-Mis- 
sissippi  State  line,  thence  over  Alabama 
Highway  56  to  Wagarville,  Ala.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  43  to  Mobile,  Ala., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  10  near  Spanish  Fort, 
Ala.,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  10 
to  the  Alabama-Florida  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  thg 
gateway  of  Panama  City,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E141),  filed 
January  3,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  rosin  soap  (except  natural  rosin). 


rosin  and  toluene  mixture,  and  rosin 
and  benzine  mixtures,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Georgia  on,  west 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  97  to  Camilla,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  37  to  New¬ 
ton,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway 
91  to  Albany,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  257  to  Cordele,  Ga.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  280  to  Lyons,  Ga.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Wrens,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  221  to  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line,  to 
points  in  Mississippi  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  84.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Panama 
City,  Fla. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E142),  filed 
January  3,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  plastic  synthetics,  liquid 
ester  gum,  and  rosin  oil  (not  including 
natural  rosin) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Georgia  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia-Florida 
State  line  near  Beachton,  Ga.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  319  to  Tifton,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  82  to  Way- 
cross,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  84 
to  Brunswick,  Ga.,  thence  over  Toll  road 
to  St.  Simons  Island,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
Ohio  on,  north  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State 
line,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  52  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  93,  thence  over 
Ohio  Highway  93  to  McArthur,  Ohio, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Athens, 
Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  13  to 
Somerset,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22  to  Zanesville,  Ohio,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  70  to  the  Ohio-West 
Virginia  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Valdosta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E143),  filed 
January  3,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vegetable  oil  obtained  by  chemical 
means,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Macon,  Ga.,  and  points  in  Georgia  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-Alabama  State  line  near  Hilton, 
Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  62  to 
junction  Georgia  Highway  91,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  257  to  Cordele,  Ga., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  280  to  Lyons, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
Wrens,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
221  to  the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State 
line,  to  points  in  Louisiana  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  near  Many,  La.,  on 
the  Louisiana-Texas  State  line,  thence 
over  Louisiana  Highway  6  to  Natchito¬ 
ches.  La.,  thence  over  Louisiana  Highway 
1  to  New  Roads,  La.,  thence  over  Loui¬ 
siana  Highway  10  to  the  Louisiana- 
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Mississippi  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Colquitt  County,  Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E144).  filed 
January  3,  1976.  Applicant:  McKEN- 
ZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  F.  Paneblanco 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vegetable  oil  obtained  by  chemical 
means,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-Florida  State 
line,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  97 
to  Camilla,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  37  to  Newton,  Ga„  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  91  to  Albany,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  257  to 
Cordele,  Ga.,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  75  to  the  Georgia-Florida 
State  line,  to  points  in  North  Carolina. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Colquitt  County, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E145),  filed 
January  3,  1976.  Applicant:  McKEN- 
ZEE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vegetable  oil  obtained  by  chemical 
means,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia -Alabama  State 
line  near  Hilton,  Ga.,  thence  over  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  62  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  91,  thence  over  Georgia  High¬ 
way  91  to  Albany,  Ga.,  thence  over  Geor- 
la  Highway  257  to  Cordele,  Ga.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  280  to  Lyons,  Ga., 
thence  over  UJS.  Highway  1  to  Wrens, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  221  to  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line,  to 
points  in  Mississippi  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  84.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Colquitt  County,  Ga. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  E146),  filed 
January  3,  1976.  Applicant:  MCKEN¬ 
ZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  F.  Panebianco 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vegetable  oil  obtained  by  chemical 
means,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  except 
tall  oil  products) ,  from  points  in  Georgia 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line,  thence  over 
Georgia  Highway  97  to  Camilla,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  37  to  New¬ 
ton,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway 
91  to  Albany,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  257  to  Cordele,  Ga.,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  75  to  the  Georgia- 
Florida  State  line,  to  points  in  South 
Carolina.  The  purpose  of  the  filing  is  to 


eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  In  Col¬ 
quitt  County,  Ga. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  76-10804  Filed  4-13-76:8:46  ami 


[I.C.C.  Order  No.  164;  Rev.  S.O.  No.  994) 

AROOSTOOK  VALLEY  RAILROAD  CO. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

In  the  opinion  of  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 
Agent,  the  Aroostook  Valley  Railroad 
Company  is  unable  to  Interchange  traf¬ 
fic  with  CP  Rail  at  Washburn  Junction, 
Maine,  because  of  a  washout  and  derail¬ 
ment  by  CP  Rail  east  thereof. 

It  is  ordered,  That:  (a)  The  Aroostook 
Valley  Railroad  Company  being  unable 
to  interchange  traffic  with  CP  Rail  at 
Washburn  Junction,  Maine,  because  of 
a  washout  and  derailment,  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  reroute  or  divert  such  traffic 
via  any  available  route.  Traffic  neces¬ 
sarily  diverted  by  authority  of  this  order 
shall  be  rerouted  so  as  to  preserve  as 
nearly  as  possible  the  participation  and 
revenues  of  other  carriers  provided  in 
the  original  routing. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained.  The  railroad  desiring  to  di¬ 
vert  or  reroute  traffic  under  this  order 
shall  receive  the  concurrence  of  other 
railroads  to  which  such  traffic  is  to  be 
diverted  or  rerouted,  before  the  rerout¬ 
ing  or  diversions  is  ordered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each  car¬ 
rier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  diverted 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the 
new  routing  provided  under  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  Is  deemed  to  be  due  to 
carrier  disability,  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  diverted  or  rerouted  by  said  Agent 
shall  be  the  rates  which  were  applicable 
at  the  time  of  shipment  on  the  ship¬ 
ments  as  originally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  this 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exists  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  transpor¬ 
tation  applicable  to  said  traffic.  Divisions 
shall  be,  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force,  those  voluntarily  agreed 
upon  by  and  between  said  carriers;  or 
upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divisions  6hall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  10:00  a  m.,  April  5, 
1976. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  April  19,  1976,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended. 


It  is  further  ordered,  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agreement 
under  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and 
upon  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association;  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  April  5, 
1976. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

I  seal]  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

Agent. 

|  FR  Doc.76-10798  Filed  4-13-76:8:48  am] 


1  I.C.C.  Order  No.  163;  Rev.  B.  O.  No.  994] 

BURLINGTON  NORTHERN  INC. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

In  the  opinion  of  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 
Agent,  the  Burlington  Northern  Inc. 
(BN)  and  Canadian  National  Railways 
(CN)  are  unable  to  transport  traffic 
routed  via  Northgate,  North  Dakota,  be¬ 
cause  of  washout  on  the  CN  between 
Northgate,  North  Dakota,  and  Lampman, 
Saskatchewan,  Canada. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

(a)  Rerouting  traffic.  The  BN  and  CN 
being  unable  to  transport  traffic  routed 
via  Northgate,  North  Dakota,  because  of 
washout  on  the  CN  between  Northgate 
and  Lampman,  Saskatchewan,  Canada, 
these  lines  are  hereby  authorized  to  re¬ 
route  or  divert  such  traffic  via  any  avail¬ 
able  route.  Traffic  necessarily  diverted 
by  authority  of  this  order  shall  be  re¬ 
routed  so  as  to  preserve  as  nearly  as  pos¬ 
sible  the  paticlpation  and  revenues  of 
other  carriers  provided  in  the  original 
routing. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained.  The  railroad  desiring  to  di¬ 
vert  or  reroute  traffic  under  this  order 
shall  receive  the  concurrence  of  other 
railroads  to  which  such  traffic  is  to  be  di¬ 
verted  or  rerouted,  before  the  rerouting 
or  diversion  is  ordered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each  car¬ 
rier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  diverted 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the  new 
routing  provided  under  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  is  deemed  to  be  due  to 
carrier  disability,  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  diverted  or  rerouted  by  said  Agent 
shall  be  the  rates  which  were  applicable 
at  the  time  of  shipment  on  the  shipments 
as  originally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers  in¬ 
volved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  transpor¬ 
tation  applicable  to  said  traffic.  Division 
shall  be,  during  the  time  this  order  re- 
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mains  in  force,  those  voluntarily  agreed 
upon  by  and  between  said  carriers;  or 
upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divisions  shall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  3:30  p.m.,  April  2,  1976. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m„  April  19,  1976,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Division 
as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing  to 
the  car  service  and  car  hire  agreement 
under  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and 
upon  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association;  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  April  2, 
1976. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

r  se  al  1  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

Agent 

|FR  Doc.76-10802  Filed  4-13-76:8:45  am] 


II.C.C.  ORDER  NO.  161-A;  Rev.  S.  O.  No.  994] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

Upon  further  consideration  of  I.C.C. 
Order  No.  161  (Penn  Central  Transpor¬ 
tation  Company,  Robert  W.  Blanchette, 
Richard  C.  Bond  and  John  H.  McArthur, 
Trustees),  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefore: 

It  is  ordered,  That: 

I.C.C.  Order  No.  161  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  vacated  and  set  aside. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion.  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agree¬ 
ment,  and  upon  the  American  Short  Line 
Railroad  Association;  and  that  it  be 
filed  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D  C.,  April  5, 
1976. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

Agent. 

{PR  Doc.76-10801  Filed  4-13-76;8:45  am] 


{I.C.C.  Order  No.  162;  Rev.  S.O.  No.  994] 

UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY  ASSOCIATION 
Rerouting  Traffic 

It  appearing.  That  on  April  1,  1976, 
implementation  of  the  United  States 
Railway  Association  Final  System  Plan 
will  result  in  the  discontinuance  of  nu¬ 
merous  interchange  points  between  the 
railroads  listed  in  Appendix  A  attached 
and  connecting  carriers  by  rail; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  lines 
operated  by  the  aforementioned  carriers 
will  be  transferred  to  other  carriers  or 
will  be  removed  from  service,  effective  on 
that  date ; 

It  further  appearing,  that  certain 
routes  published  in  agency  and  individual 
lines’  tariffs  and  routing  guides  apply  via 
such  interchange  points  or  via  such  lines, 
and  that  as  a  consequence  of  discon¬ 
tinuance  or  transfer,  such  routes  will  be¬ 
come  inoperative,  and; 

It  further  appearing,  that  because  of 
these  changes,  certain  carriers  by  rail¬ 
road  will  be  unable  to  transport  traffic 
offered  them  so  as  properly  to  serve  the 
public. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

(a)  Each  rail  carrier  exchanging  cars 
with  any  of  the  railroads  listed  in  Appen¬ 
dix  A  is  hereby  authorized  to  reroute  such 
cars  via  the  railroad  acquiring  the  right 
to  operate  such  portions  of  the  railroads 
listed  in  Appendix  A  at  the  point  of  in¬ 
terchange  originally  specified,  or  at  any 
other  point  of  interchange  mutually 
agreed  upon;  or  in  the  absence  of  the 
originally  specified  interchange  point  via 
any  other  available  alternate  route  to  the 
same  destination  preserving  to  the  extent 
possible  the  originally  designated  route. 
The  billing  covering  cars  so  rerouted  shall 
carry  a  reference  to  this  order  as  au¬ 
thority  for  the  rerouting. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained.  The  railroad  desiring  to  re¬ 
route  traffic  under  this  order  shall  receive 
concurrence  of  the  other  railroad  to 
which  such  traffic  is  to  be  diverted  before 
the  rerouting  is  ordered. 

(c)  Rates  applicable.  Inasmuch  as  the 
rerouting  of  traffic  authorized  herein  is 
deemed  to  be  due  to  carriers’  disability, 
the  rates,  rules  and  regulations  ap¬ 
plicable  to  such  rerouted  traffic  shall  be 
those  which  were  applicable  on  the  date 
of  shipment  and  via  the  original  route. 

(d)  Divisions  applicable.  In  executing 
the  directions  of  the  Commission  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  order,  the  common  car¬ 
riers  Involved  shall  proceed  even  though 
no  contracts,  agreements  or  arrange¬ 


ments  now  exist  between  them  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  division  of  rates  of  trans¬ 
portation  applicable  to  said  traffic.  Di¬ 
visions  shall  be,  during  the  time  this  or¬ 
der  remains  in  force,  those  voluntarily 
agreed  upon  by  and  between  said  carriers 
or,  upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so 
agree,  said  divisions  shall  be  those  here¬ 
inafter  fixed  by  the  Commission  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  pertinent  authority  con¬ 
ferred  upon  it  by  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act. 

(e)  Effective  Date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  12:01  a.m.,  April  1, 1976. 

(f)  Expiration  Date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  May  15,  1976. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  Agent  of  all  railroads  subscrib¬ 
ing  to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agreement; 
and  upon  the  American  Short  Line  Rail¬ 
road  Association;  and  that  it  be  filed  with 
the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  30, 
1976. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal!  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

Agent. 

Appendix  A 

List  of  Bankrupt  Railroads  Subject  to  Final 
System  Plan  of  Reorganization  of  Northeast¬ 
ern  Railroads. 


Initial  Names  of  Railroads 

AA - -  The  Ann  Arbor  Railroad  Com¬ 

pany,  John  M.  Chase,  Jr., 
Trustee 

CLK -  Cadillac  &  Lake  City  Railway 

Company,  C.  F.  Lenten  &  W.  H. 
Nicholls,  Jr.,  Trustees 

CNJ -  The  Central  Railroad  Company  of 

New  Jersey,  Robert  D.  Tlmpany, 
Trustee 

LHR -  Erie  Lackawanna  Railway  Com¬ 

pany,  Thomas  F.  Patton  and 
Ralph  S.  Tyler,  Jr.,  Trustees 

LV _  The  Lehigh  and  Hudson  River 

RaUway  Company  (John  O. 
Trolano,  Trustee) 

EL _  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company 

(Robert  C.  Haldeman,  Trustee) 

PC _  Penn  Central  Transportation 

Company,  Robert  W.  Blan¬ 
chette.  Richard  C.  Bond  and 
John  H.  McArthur,  Trustees 

RDO -  Reading  Company,  Andrew  L. 

Lewis,  Jr.,  and  Joseph  L.  Castle, 
Trustees 

LNH _  Lehigh  and  New  England  RaU¬ 

way  Company 
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